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This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER
contains regulatory documents having general
applicability and legal effect, most of which
are keyed to and codified in the Code of
Federal Regulations, which is published under
50 titles pursuant to 44 U.S.C. 1510.

The Code of Federal Regulations is sold by
the Superintendent of Documents.

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Animal and Plant Health Inspection
Service

7 CFR Part 319

[Docket No. APHIS-2015-0004]

RIN 0579-AE12

Importation of Fresh Pitahaya Fruit

From Ecuador Into the Continental
United States

AGENCY: Animal and Plant Health
Inspection Service, USDA.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: We are amending the fruits
and vegetables regulations to allow the
importation of fresh pitahaya fruit into
the continental United States from
Ecuador. As a condition of entry, the
fruit will have to be produced in
accordance with a systems approach
that includes requirements for fruit fly
trapping, pre-harvest inspections,
approved production sites, and
packinghouse procedures designed to
exclude quarantine pests. The fruit will
also be required to be imported in
commercial consignments and
accompanied by a phytosanitary
certificate issued by the national plant
protection organization of Ecuador
stating that the consignment was
produced and prepared for export in
accordance with the requirements of the
systems approach. This action will
allow for the importation of fresh
pitahaya fruit from Ecuador while
continuing to provide protection against
the introduction of plant pests into the
United States.

DATES: Effective July 20, 2017.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Ms.
Claudia Ferguson, M.S., Senior
Regulatory Policy Specialist, Regulatory
Coordination and Compliance, Imports,
Regulations and Manuals, PPQ, APHIS,
4700 River Road Unit 133, Riverdale,
MD 20737-1231; (301) 851-2352; email:
Claudia.Ferguson@aphis.usda.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

Under the regulations in “Subpart—
Fruits and Vegetables” (7 CFR 319.56—
1 through 319.56-76, referred to below
as the regulations), the Animal and
Plant Health Inspection Service (APHIS)
of the U.S. Department of Agriculture
prohibits or restricts the importation of
fruits and vegetables into the United
States from certain parts of the world to
prevent plant pests from being
introduced into and spread within the
United States.

On April 8, 2016, we published in the
Federal Register (81 FR 20575-20579,
Docket No. APHIS-2015-0004) a
proposal  to amend the regulations in
order to allow fresh fruit of any color of
pitahaya (Hylocereus spp.,
Acanthocereus spp., Cereus spp.,
Echinocereus spp., Escontria spp.,
Myrtillocactus spp., and Stenocereus
spp.) to be imported into the continental
United States. (Hereafter we refer to
these species collectively as
“pitahaya.”) We also prepared a pest
risk assessment (PRA) and a risk
management document (RMD). The PRA
evaluates the risks associated with the
importation of fresh pitahaya fruit from
Ecuador into the continental United
States. The RMD relies upon the
findings of the PRA to determine the
phytosanitary measures necessary to
ensure the safe importation into the
continental United States of fresh
pitahaya fruit from Ecuador.

In the proposed rule, we noted that
the PRA identified one quarantine pest
present in Ecuador that could be
introduced into the continental United
States through the importation of fresh
pitahaya fruit: Anastrepha fraterculus
(Wiedemann), South American fruit fly.

We determined in the PRA that
measures beyond standard port of
arrival inspection will mitigate the risks
posed by this plant pest and proposed
a systems approach that includes
requirements for fruit fly trapping, pre-
harvest inspections, approved
production sites, and packinghouse
procedures designed to exclude
quarantine pests. The fresh pitahaya
fruit will also be required to be
imported in commercial consignments

1To view the proposed rule, public comments,
and supporting documents, go to http://
www.regulations.gov/#!docketDetail;D=APHIS-
2015-0004.

and accompanied by a phytosanitary
certificate issued by the national plant
protection organization (NPPO) of
Ecuador stating that the consignment
was produced and prepared for export
in accordance with the requirements of
the systems approach.

We solicited comments concerning
our proposal for 60 days ending June 7,
2016. We received 12 comments during
the comment period.

Eight commenters, consisting of
shippers, growers, and consumers,
stated general support for the proposed
action. The remaining four commenters
did not categorically oppose the rule but
did raise questions about its provisions
that we address below.

One commenter stated that the
proposed rule indicates there is a lack
of adequate data that would allow
APHIS to determine the economic
effects of the rule. The commenter
added that additional analysis should be
conducted to ensure that small entities,
specifically the United States pitahaya
growers, should not receive any adverse
effects of this rule change.

We note in the final regulatory
flexibility analysis prepared for this rule
that we received no adverse comments
with respect to the specific economic
impacts on small entities. Therefore, in
the absence of apparent significant
economic impacts and based on our
review of available information, APHIS
does not expect the proposed rule to
have a significant economic impact on
small entities and that additional
analysis is not necessary.

The same commenter asked why the
operational workplan required in
proposed § 319.56—77(a) 2 does not
outline any specific requirements for the
workplan itself, other than that it must
be approved by APHIS.

Section 319.56—77(a) does in fact
outline specific requirements that must
be met by the operational workplan. The
workplan provided to APHIS by the
NPPO of Ecuador must detail activities
that the NPPO of Ecuador will, subject
to APHIS’ approval of the workplan,
carry out to meet the requirements of
the section.

Four commenters communicated
concerns about the risk of introducing

2In the proposed rule, the section number we
proposed to include in the Code of Federal
Regulations was § 319.56-76. As another
rulemaking was published between the proposed
and final versions of this rule, we have adjusted the
number for this rulemaking accordingly.


http://www.regulations.gov/#!docketDetail;D=APHIS-2015-0004
http://www.regulations.gov/#!docketDetail;D=APHIS-2015-0004
http://www.regulations.gov/#!docketDetail;D=APHIS-2015-0004
mailto:Claudia.Ferguson@aphis.usda.gov

27968

Federal Register/Vol. 82, No. 117/ Tuesday, June 20, 2017 /Rules and Regulations

A. fraterculus into the continental
United States via the pathway of fresh
pitahaya imported from Ecuador.

One commenter representing the State
of Florida stated that an introduction of
A. fraterculus would severely impact
Florida’s $8.25 billion dollar
agricultural industry. The commenter
stated that fruit infested with internal A.
fraterculus larvae are highly likely to
escape detection during culling and
recommended that shipments of
pitahaya from Ecuador not be allowed
into Florida. Another commenter
representing an organization of State
plant regulatory agencies was not
opposed to the proposed systems
approach as long as there is full
adoption of the control measures
identified in the RMD to manage A.
fraterculus and strict monitoring and
enforcement of the systems approach.
The commenter noted Florida’s
recommendation to prohibit shipments
of pitahaya from Ecuador into Florida
but did not state a position on the
recommendation.

We acknowledge the commenters’
concerns over the risk of introducing A.
fraterculus into the continental United
States via the pathway of fresh pitahaya
from Ecuador, particularly in areas of
the southern United States that could
sustain permanent A. fraterculus
populations. However, we have
determined that the production and
inspection practices contained in the
systems approach, which include
requirements for fruit fly trapping, pre-
harvest inspections, and packinghouse
pest exclusion procedures, will
sufficiently mitigate the risk of A.
fraterculus in imports of fresh pitahayas
from Ecuador.

Moreover, during a 2016 site visit to
Ecuador conducted after publication of
the proposed rule, we determined the
host population of A. fraterculus in
pitahaya areas of production to be
negligible with respect to pest risk,
rendering unnecessary the proposed
requirement prohibiting other host
crops of A. fraterculus to be grown
within 100 meters of pitahaya fields.
Therefore, we are removing the
requirement by amending proposed
§ 319.56-77(c)(2) accordingly.

One commenter noted that proposed
§319.56—77(e)(2) states the action that
must be taken if a single larva of A.
fraterculus is found in a shipment. The
commenter asked if more than a single
larva is found, whether further action
will be taken regarding the remaining
shipment of pitahaya fruit on lots other
than that in which the larva was
discovered.

The requirement in § 319.56—77(e)(2)
states that if a single larva of A.

fraterculus is found in a shipment from
a place of production (either by the
NPPO in Ecuador or by inspectors at the
continental United States port of entry),
the entire lot of fruit will be prohibited
from import into the United States and
the place of production of that fruit will
be suspended from the export program
until appropriate measures agreed upon
by the NPPO of Ecuador and APHIS
have been taken. In other words, all lots
comprising that shipment will be
prohibited from import into the United
States regardless of whether one or more
larvae of A. fraterculus are found.
Furthermore, suspension of the place of
production from the export program
will allow the NPPO and APHIS to take
appropriate measures to mitigate the
risk of future detections in shipments of
pitahayas from that place of production.

Another commenter, concerned by the
risk posed by A. fraterculus, stated that
APHIS is over-relying on the NPPO of
Ecuador to enforce pest control
protocols and that measures should be
adopted for additional review of the
NPPO'’s enforcement actions.

We consider APHIS’ oversight of the
NPPO of Ecuador’s enforcement of the
systems approach to be adequate to
mitigate the risk of A. fraterculus
following the pathway of fresh pitahaya
from Ecuador to the continental United
States. Under § 319.56—77(a), the NPPO
of Ecuador must provide an operational
workplan to APHIS that details
activities that the NPPO of Ecuador will,
subject to APHIS’ approval of the
workplan, carry out to meet the
requirements of this section. In
addition, each consignment of pitahaya
fruit must be accompanied by a
phytosanitary certificate issued by the
NPPO of Ecuador stating that the
consignment was produced and
prepared for export in accordance with
the requirements of the systems
approach in § 319.56—77. Therefore, for
the reasons given in the proposed rule
and in this document, we are adopting
the proposed rule as a final rule with
the change discussed in this document.

Executive Orders 12866 and 13771 and
Regulatory Flexibility Act

This final rule has been determined to
be not significant for the purposes of
Executive Order 12866 and, therefore,
has not been reviewed by the Office of
Management and Budget. Further,
because this rule is not significant, it
does not trigger the requirements of
Executive Order 13771.

In accordance with 5 U.S.C. 604, we
have performed a final regulatory
flexibility analysis, which is
summarized below, regarding the
economic effects of this rule on small

entities. Copies of the full analysis are
available on the Regulations.gov Web
site (see footnote 1 in this document for
a link to Regulations.gov) or by
contacting the person listed under FOR
FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT.

This rule amends the regulations to
allow the importation of fresh pitahaya
fruit (of any color) (Hylocereus spp.,
Acanthocereus spp., Cereus spp.,
Echinocereus spp., Escontria spp.,
Myrtillocactus spp., and Stenocereus
spp-) into the continental United States
from Ecuador using a systems approach
to pest risk mitigation. The systems
approach will integrate prescribed
mitigation measures that cumulatively
achieve the appropriate level of
phytosanitary protection. Entities
potentially affected by the rule are U.S.
pitahaya fruit growers, of which most, if
not all, are small entities.

Pitahaya fruit, or dragon fruit, is
produced in Hawaii, California, and
Florida. It is estimated that these States
produce over 11,000 metric tons of
pitahaya fruit per year. The quantity of
pitahaya fruit that will be imported from
Ecuador is uncertain, but the entire
pitahaya export volume of Ecuador is
estimated to be 165 metric tons, which
is 1.4 percent of U.S. production.

Farms producing pitahaya fruit are
classified within the North American
Industry Classification System under
Other Noncitrus Fruit Farming (NAICS
111339). For this industry classification,
a business is considered to be a small
entity if its annual receipts are not more
than $750,000. It is probable that most
or all U.S. producers of pitahaya are
small businesses by the U.S. Small
Business Administration standard. We
expect any impact of the rule for these
entities will be minimal, given
Ecuador’s expected small share of the
U.S. pitahaya market.

Based on our review of available
information, APHIS does not expect the
rule to have a significant economic
impact on small entities. In the absence
of significant economic impacts, we
have not identified alternatives that will
minimize such impacts.

Executive Order 12988

This final rule allows fresh pitahaya
fruit to be imported into the continental
United States from Ecuador. State and
local laws and regulations regarding
fresh pitahaya fruit imported under this
rule will be preempted while the fruit
is in foreign commerce. Fresh fruits are
generally imported for immediate
distribution and sale to the consuming
public, and remain in foreign commerce
until sold to the ultimate consumer. The
question of when foreign commerce
ceases in other cases must be addressed
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on a case-by-case basis. No retroactive
effect will be given to this rule, and this
rule will not require administrative
proceedings before parties may file suit
in court challenging this rule.

Paperwork Reduction Act

In accordance with section 3507(d) of
the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995
(44 U.S.C. 3501 et seq.), the information
collection or recordkeeping
requirements included in this final rule,
which were filed under 0579-0447,
have been submitted for approval to the
Office of Management and Budget
(OMB). When OMB notifies us of its
decision, if approval is denied, we will
publish a document in the Federal
Register providing notice of what action
we plan to take.

E-Government Act Compliance

The Animal and Plant Health
Inspection Service is committed to
compliance with the E-Government Act
to promote the use of the Internet and
other information technologies, to
provide increased opportunities for
citizen access to Government
information and services, and for other
purposes. For information pertinent to
E-Government Act compliance related
to this rule, please contact Ms. Kimberly
Hardy, APHIS’ Information Collection
Coordinator, at (301) 851-2483.

Lists of Subjects in 7 CFR Part 319

Coffee, Cotton, Fruits, Imports, Logs,
Nursery stock, Plant diseases and pests,
Quarantine, Reporting and
recordkeeping requirements, Rice,
Vegetables.

Accordingly, we are amending 7 CFR
part 319 as follows:

PART 319—FOREIGN QUARANTINE
NOTICES

m 1. The authority citation for part 319
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 7 U.S.C. 450, 7701-7772, and
7781-7786; 21 U.S.C. 136 and 136a; 7 CFR
2.22, 2.80, and 371.3.

m 2. Section 319.56-77 is added to read
as follows:

§319.56-77 Pitahaya from Ecuador.

Fresh pitahaya (Hylocereus spp.,
Acanthocereus spp., Cereus spp.,
Echinocereus spp., Escontria spp.,
Myrtillocactus spp., and Stenocereus
spp-) from Ecuador may be imported
into the continental United States only
under the conditions described in this
section. These conditions are designed
to prevent the introduction of the
following quarantine pest: Anastrepha
fraterculus (Wiedemann), South
American fruit fly.

(a) General requirements. The
national plant protection organization
(NPPO) of Ecuador must provide an
operational workplan to APHIS that
details activities that the NPPO of
Ecuador will, subject to APHIS’
approval of the workplan, carry out to
meet the requirements of this section.
The operational workplan must include
and describe the specific requirements
as set forth in this section.

(b) Commercial consignments.
Pitahaya from Ecuador may be imported
in commercial consignments only.

(c) Production site requirements. (1)
All production sites that participate in
the pitahaya export program must be
approved by and registered with the
NPPO of Ecuador in accordance with
the operational workplan.

(2) Trees and other structures, other
than the crop itself, must not shade the
crop during the day. Pitahaya fruit that
has fallen on the ground must be
removed from the place of production at
least once every 7 days and may not be
included in field containers of fruit to
be packed for export. Harvested
pitahayas must be placed in field
cartons or containers that are marked to
show the place of production so that
traceback is possible.

(3) The production sites must be
inspected prior to each harvest by the
NPPO of Ecuador or its approved
designee in accordance with the
operational workplan. An approved
designee is an entity with which the
NPPO creates a formal agreement that
allows that entity to certify that the
appropriate procedures have been
followed. If APHIS or the NPPO of
Ecuador finds that a place of production
is not complying with the requirements
of the systems approach, no fruit from
the place of production will be eligible
for export to the continental United
States until APHIS and the NPPO of
Ecuador conduct an investigation and
appropriate remedial actions have been
implemented.

(4) The registered production sites
must conduct trapping for the fruit fly
A. fraterculus at each production site in
accordance with the operational
workplan. Personnel conducting the
trapping and pest surveys must be
hired, trained, and supervised by the
NPPO of Ecuador. The trapping must
begin at least 1 year before harvest
begins and continue through the
completion of harvest.

(5) If more than an average of 0.07 A.
fraterculus per trap per day is trapped
for more than 2 consecutive weeks, the
production site will be ineligible for
export until the rate of capture drops to
less than that average. If levels exceed
that average per trap per day, from 2

months prior to harvest to the end of the
shipping season, the production site
will be prohibited from shipping under
the systems approach until APHIS and
the NPPO of Ecuador both agree that the
pest risk has been mitigated. As
conditions warrant, the average number
of A. fraterculus per trap per day may
be raised or lowered if jointly agreed to
between APHIS and the NPPO of
Ecuador in the operational workplan.

(6) The NPPO of Ecuador must
maintain records of trap placement,
checking of traps, and any quarantine
pest captures in accordance with the
operational workplan. Trapping records
must be maintained for APHIS review
for at least 1 year.

(d) Packinghouse requirements. (1)
The NPPO of Ecuador must monitor
packinghouse operations to verify that
the packinghouses are complying with
the requirements of the systems
approach. If the NPPO of Ecuador finds
that a packinghouse is not complying
with the requirements of the systems
approach, no pitahaya fruit from the
packinghouse will be eligible for export
to the continental United States until
APHIS and the NPPO of Ecuador
conduct an investigation and both agree
that the pest risk has been mitigated.

(2) All packinghouses that participate
in the pitahaya export program must be
registered with the NPPO of Ecuador.

(3) The pitahaya fruit must be packed
within 24 hours of harvest in a pest-
exclusionary packinghouse. The
pitahaya shipment must be safeguarded
by an insect-proof mesh screen or
plastic tarpaulin while in transit to the
packinghouse and while awaiting
packing. These safeguards must remain
intact until arrival in the continental
United States or the consignment will
be denied entry.

(4) During the time the packinghouse
is in use for exporting pitahaya fruit to
the continental United States, the
packinghouse may only accept pitahaya
fruit from registered production sites.

(e) Phytosanitary inspection. (1) A
biometric sample of pitahaya fruit
(jointly agreed upon by APHIS and the
NPPO) must be inspected in Ecuador by
the NPPO of Ecuador following post-
harvest processing. The biometric
sample must be visually inspected for
any quarantine pests, and a portion of
the fruit will be cut open if signs of A.
fraterculus are observed.

(2) Pitahaya fruit presented for
inspection at the port of entry to the
United States must be identified in the
shipping documents accompanying
each lot of fruit to specify the
production site or sites, in which the
fruit was produced, and the
packinghouse or houses in which the
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fruit was processed, in accordance with
the requirements in the operational
workplan. This identification must be
maintained until the fruit is released for
entry into the continental United States.
The pitahaya fruit are subject to
inspection at the port of entry for all
quarantine pests of concern, including
A. fraterculus. If a single larva of A.
fraterculus is found in a shipment from
a place of production (either by the
NPPO in Ecuador or by inspectors at the
continental United States port of entry),
the entire lot of fruit will be prohibited
from importation into the continental
United States, and the place of
production of that fruit will be
suspended from the export program
until appropriate measures agreed upon
by the NPPO of Ecuador and APHIS
have been taken.

(f) Phytosanitary certificate. Each
consignment of pitahaya fruit must be
accompanied by a phytosanitary
certificate issued by the NPPO of
Ecuador stating that the consignment
was produced and prepared for export
in accordance with the requirements of
§319.56-77.

(Approved by the Office of Management and
Budget under control number 0579-0447.)

Done in Washington, DG, this 14th day of
June 2017.

Michael C. Gregoire,

Acting Administrator, Animal and Plant
Health Inspection Service.

[FR Doc. 2017-12802 Filed 6-19-17; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3410-34-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. FAA-2016-9502; Directorate
Identifier 2016-NM-128-AD; Amendment
39-18929; AD 2017-12-14]

RIN 2120-AA64
Airworthiness Directives; The Boeing
Company Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: We are adopting a new
airworthiness directive (AD) for certain
The Boeing Company Model 757-200
and —200PF series airplanes. This AD
was prompted by an evaluation by the
design approval holder (DAH)
indicating that certain areas of the frame
webs are subject to widespread fatigue
damage (WFD). This AD requires
inspections of the frame webs for any
crack of any open coordinating holes,

tooling holes, and insulation blanket
attachment holes; repair if necessary;
and modification of the frame webs at
all open hole locations, which would
terminate the repetitive inspections. We
are issuing this AD to address the unsafe
condition on these products.

DATES: This AD is effective July 25,
2017.

The Director of the Federal Register
approved the incorporation by reference
of a certain publication listed in this AD
as of July 25, 2017.

ADDRESSES: For service information
identified in this final rule, contact
Boeing Commercial Airplanes,
Attention: Contractual & Data Services
(C&DS), 2600 Westminster Blvd., MC
110-SK57, Seal Beach, CA 90740-5600;
telephone 562—-797-1717; Internet
https://www.myboeingfleet.com. You
may view this service information at the
FAA, Transport Airplane Directorate,
1601 Lind Avenue SW., Renton, WA.
For information on the availability of
this material at the FAA, call 425-227—
1221. It is also available on the Internet
at http://www.regulations.gov by
searching for and locating Docket No.
FAA-2016-9502.

Examining the AD Docket

You may examine the AD docket on
the Internet at http://
www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating Docket No. FAA-2016—
9502; or in person at the Docket
Management Facility between 9 a.m.
and 5 p.m., Monday through Friday,
except Federal holidays. The AD docket
contains this final rule, the regulatory
evaluation, any comments received, and
other information. The address for the
Docket Office (phone: 800-647-5527) is
Docket Management Facility, U.S.
Department of Transportation, Docket
Operations, M—30, West Building
Ground Floor, Room W12-140, 1200
New Jersey Avenue SE., Washington,
DC 20590.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Muoi Vuong, Aerospace Engineer,
Airframe Branch, ANM—120L, FAA, Los
Angeles Aircraft Certification Office
(ACO), 3960 Paramount Boulevard,
Lakewood, CA 90712—4137; phone:
562—627-5205; fax: 562-627-5210;
email: muoi.vuong@faa.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Discussion

We issued a notice of proposed
rulemaking (NPRM) to amend 14 CFR
part 39 by adding an AD that would
apply to certain The Boeing Company
Model 757—-200 and —200PF series
airplanes. The NPRM published in the
Federal Register on December 20, 2016

(81 FR 92742) (“the NPRM”). The
NPRM was prompted by an evaluation
by the DAH indicating that certain areas
of the frame webs are subject to WFD.
The NPRM proposed to require high
frequency eddy current (HFEC)
inspections of the frame webs for any
crack in any open coordinating holes,
tooling holes, and insulation blanket
attachment holes; repair if necessary;
and modification of the frame webs at
all open hole locations, which would
terminate the repetitive inspections. We
are issuing this AD to prevent fatigue
cracking that could result in reduced
structural integrity of the airplane.

Comments

We gave the public the opportunity to
participate in developing this AD. We
have considered the comments received.
Boeing Commercial Airplanes, FedEx,
and United Airlines supported the
NPRM.

Effect of Winglets on Accomplishment
of the Proposed Actions

Aviation Partners Boeing stated that
accomplishing the supplemental type
certificate (STC) ST01518SE does not
affect the actions specified in the
proposed AD.

We concur with the commenter. We
have redesignated paragraph (c) of the
proposed AD as paragraph (c)(1) of this
AD and added paragraph (c)(2) to this
AD to state that installation of STC
ST01518SE does not affect the ability to
accomplish the actions required by this
AD. Therefore, for airplanes on which
STC ST01518SE is installed, a ““change
in product” alternative method of
compliance (AMOC) approval request is
not necessary to comply with the
requirements of 14 CFR 39.17.

Additional Change to Proposed AD

We have revised paragraph (g) of this
AD to specify all compliance times,
rather than referring to the service
information because a certain
compliance time specified in the service
information is relative to the issue date
of the service information. For this AD,
that compliance time is relative to the
effective date of this AD.

Conclusion

We reviewed the relevant data,
considered the comments received, and
determined that air safety and the
public interest require adopting this
final rule with the changes described
previously, and minor editorial changes.
We have determined that these minor
changes:

e Are consistent with the intent that
was proposed in the NPRM for
correcting the unsafe condition; and
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¢ Do not add any additional burden
upon the public than was already
proposed in the NPRM.

We also determined that these
changes will not increase the economic
burden on any operator or increase the
scope of this final rule.

Related Service Information Under 1
CFR Part 51

We reviewed Boeing Alert Service
Bulletin 757-53A0103, dated June 22,

2016. The service information describes
procedures for performing repetitive
HFEC inspections of the frame webs for
any crack of any open coordinating
holes, tooling holes, and insulation
blanket attachment holes; and
modifying the frame webs between
stringers S—20 and S—25. This service
information is reasonably available
because the interested parties have
access to it through their normal course

ESTIMATED COSTS

of business or by the means identified
in the ADDRESSES section.

Costs of Compliance

We estimate that this AD affects 74
airplanes of U.S. registry.

We estimate the following costs to
comply with this AD:

: Cost per Cost on U.S.
Action Labor cost Parts cost product operators
HFEC inspection ............ 68 work-hours x $85 per hour = $5,780 per in- $0 | $5,780 per inspection $427,720 per inspection
spection cycle. cycle. cycle.
Modification .......cc.ccccue.... 1 work-hour x $85 per hour = $85 ...........cceceenee. 10 [ 85 e 85.

1Parts supplied by the operator.

We have received no definitive data
that would enable us to provide cost
estimates for the on-condition actions
specified in this AD.

Authority for This Rulemaking

Title 49 of the United States Code
specifies the FAA’s authority to issue
rules on aviation safety. Subtitle I,
section 106, describes the authority of
the FAA Administrator. Subtitle VII:
Aviation Programs, describes in more
detail the scope of the Agency’s
authority.

We are issuing this rulemaking under
the authority described in Subtitle VII,
Part A, Subpart III, Section 44701:
“General requirements.” Under that
section, Congress charges the FAA with
promoting safe flight of civil aircraft in
air commerce by prescribing regulations
for practices, methods, and procedures
the Administrator finds necessary for
safety in air commerce. This regulation
is within the scope of that authority
because it addresses an unsafe condition
that is likely to exist or develop on
products identified in this rulemaking
action.

Regulatory Findings

This AD will not have federalism
implications under Executive Order
13132. This AD will not have a
substantial direct effect on the States, on
the relationship between the national
government and the States, or on the
distribution of power and
responsibilities among the various
levels of government.

For the reasons discussed above, I
certify that this AD:

(1) Is not a ““significant regulatory
action” under Executive Order 12866,

(2) Is not a “significant rule” under
DOT Regulatory Policies and Procedures
(44 FR 11034, February 26, 1979),

(3) Will not affect intrastate aviation
in Alaska, and

(4) Will not have a significant
economic impact, positive or negative,
on a substantial number of small entities
under the criteria of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39

Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation
safety, Incorporation by reference,
Safety.

Adoption of the Amendment

Accordingly, under the authority
delegated to me by the Administrator,
the FAA amends 14 CFR part 39 as
follows:

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

m 1. The authority citation for part 39
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40113, 44701.

§39.13 [Amended]

m 2. The FAA amends § 39.13 by adding
the following new airworthiness
directive (AD):

2017-12-14 The Boeing Company:
Amendment 39-18929; Docket No.
FAA-2016-9502; Directorate Identifier
2016—NM-128—-AD.

(a) Effective Date

This AD is effective July 25, 2017.
(b) Affected ADs

None.
(c) Applicability

(1) This AD applies to The Boeing
Company Model 757-200 and —200PF series

airplanes, certificated in any category, as
identified in Boeing Alert Service Bulletin
757-53A0103, dated June 22, 2016.

(2) Installation of Supplemental Type
Certificate (STC) ST01518SE (http://
rgl.faa.gov/Regulatory_and_Guidance_
Library/rgSTC.nsf/0/38B606833BBD98B3
86257FAA0060253870OpenDocument
&Highlight=st01518se) does not affect the
ability to accomplish the actions required by
this AD. Therefore, for airplanes on which
STC ST01518SE is installed, a “change in
product” alternative method of compliance
(AMOC) approval request is not necessary to
comply with the requirements of 14 CFR
39.17.

(d) Subject

Air Transport Association (ATA) of
America Code 53, Fuselage.

(e) Unsafe Condition

This AD was prompted by an evaluation by
the design approval holder (DAH) indicating
that the frame webs between stringers S—20
and S-25 on the left side and right side, from
station (STA) 440 to STA 820 and from STA
1300 to STA 1701, are subject to widespread
fatigue damage (WFD). We are issuing this
AD to prevent fatigue cracking that could
result in reduced structural integrity of the
airplane.

(f) Compliance

Comply with this AD within the
compliance times specified, unless already
done.

(g) Repetitive High Frequency Eddy Current
(HFEC) Inspections of the Frame Webs

Before the accumulation of 28,000 total
flight cycles, or within 3,000 flight cycles
after the effective date of this AD, whichever
occurs later, do an HFEC inspection of the
frame webs for any crack in any open
coordinating holes, tooling holes, and
insulation blanket attachment holes, in
accordance with the Accomplishment
Instructions of Boeing Alert Service Bulletin
757-53A0103, dated June 22, 2016. If any
cracking is found, repair before further flight
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using a method approved in accordance with
the procedures specified in paragraph (i) of
this AD. Repeat the inspection at intervals
not to exceed 12,000 flight cycles.

(h) Modification of the Frame Webs

Before the accumulation of 59,000 total
flight cycles, modify the frame webs at all
open hole locations, in accordance with the
Accomplishment Instructions of Boeing Alert
Service Bulletin 757-53A0103, dated June
22, 2016. Accomplishment of this
modification terminates the repetitive
inspection requirements of paragraph (g) of
this AD at the modified locations only.

(i) Alternative Methods of Compliance
(AMOCs)

(1) The Manager, Los Angeles Aircraft
Certification Office (ACO), FAA, has the
authority to approve AMOC:s for this AD, if
requested using the procedures found in 14
CFR 39.19. In accordance with 14 CFR 39.19,
send your request to your principal inspector
or local Flight Standards District Office, as
appropriate. If sending information directly
to the manager of the ACO, send it to the
attention of the person identified in
paragraph (j) of this AD. Information may be
emailed to 9-ANM-LAACO-AMOC-Requests@
faa.gov.

(2) Before using any approved AMOC,
notify your appropriate principal inspector,
or lacking a principal inspector, the manager
of the local flight standards district office/
certificate holding district office.

(3) An AMOC that provides an acceptable
level of safety may be used for any repair,
modification, or alteration required by this
AD if it is approved by the Boeing
Commercial Airplanes Organization
Designation Authorization (ODA) that has
been authorized by the Manager, Los Angeles
ACO, to make those findings. To be
approved, the repair method, modification
deviation, or alteration deviation must meet
the certification basis of the airplane, and the
approval must specifically refer to this AD.

(4) Except as required by paragraph (g) of
this AD: For service information that
contains steps that are labeled as Required
for Compliance (RC), the provisions of
paragraphs (i)(4)(i) and (i)(4)(ii) of this AD
apply.

(i) The steps labeled as RC, including
substeps under an RC step and any figures
identified in an RC step, must be done to
comply with the AD. If a step or substep is
labeled “RC Exempt,” then the RC
requirement is removed from that step or
substep. An AMOC is required for any
deviations to RC steps, including substeps
and identified figures.

(ii) Steps not labeled as RC may be
deviated from using accepted methods in
accordance with the operator’s maintenance
or inspection program without obtaining
approval of an AMOC, provided the RC steps,
including substeps and identified figures, can
still be done as specified, and the airplane
can be put back in an airworthy condition.

(j) Related Information

For more information about this AD,
contact Muoi Vuong, Aerospace Engineer,
Airframe Branch, ANM-120L, FAA, Los
Angeles ACO, 3960 Paramount Boulevard,

Lakewood, CA 90712-4137; phone: 562—627—
5205; fax: 562—-627-5210; email:
muoi.vuong@faa.gov.

(k) Material Incorporated by Reference

(1) The Director of the Federal Register
approved the incorporation by reference
(IBR) of the service information listed in this
paragraph under 5 U.S.C. 552(a) and 1 CFR
part 51.

(2) You must use this service information
as applicable to do the actions required by
this AD, unless the AD specifies otherwise.

(i) Boeing Alert Service Bulletin 757—
53A0103, dated June 22, 2016.

(ii) Reserved.

(3) For service information identified in
this AD, contact Boeing Commercial
Airplanes, Attention: Contractual & Data
Services (C&DS), 2600 Westminster Blvd.,
MC 110 SK57, Seal Beach, CA 90740-5600;
telephone 562-797—-1717; Internet https://
www.myboeingfleet.com.

(4) You may view this service information
at the FAA, Transport Airplane Directorate,
1601 Lind Avenue SW., Renton, WA. For
information on the availability of this
material at the FAA, call 425-227-1221.

(5) You may view this service information
that is incorporated by reference at the
National Archives and Records
Administration (NARA). For information on
the availability of this material at NARA, call
202-741-6030, or go to: http://
www.archives.gov/federal-register/cfr/ibr-
locations.html.

Issued in Renton, Washington, on June 7,
2017.
Michael Kaszycki,

Acting Manager, Transport Airplane
Directorate, Aircraft Certification Service.

[FR Doc. 2017-12397 Filed 6—-19-17; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. FAA-2016-9566; Directorate
Identifier 2016—NM-191-AD; Amendment
39-18927; AD 2017-12-12]

RIN 2120-AA64
Airworthiness Directives; The Boeing
Company Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: We are adopting a new
airworthiness directive (AD) for all The
Boeing Company Model 757-200,
—200PF, and —200CB series airplanes.
This AD was prompted by an evaluation
by the design approval holder (DAH)
indicating that certain fuselage
circumferential splice plates are subject
to widespread fatigue damage (WFD).
This AD requires repetitive low

frequency eddy current (LFEC)
inspections for cracks of certain
circumferential splice plates, and
repairs if necessary. We are issuing this
AD to address the unsafe condition on
these products.

DATES: This AD is effective July 25,
2017.

The Director of the Federal Register
approved the incorporation by reference
of a certain publication listed in this AD
as of July 25, 2017.

ADDRESSES: For service information
identified in this final rule, contact
Boeing Commercial Airplanes,
Attention: Contractual & Data Services
(C&DS), 2600 Westminster Blvd., MC
110-SK57, Seal Beach, CA 90740-5600;
telephone: 562-797-1717; Internet:
https://www.myboeingfleet.com. You
may view this referenced service
information at the FAA, Transport
Airplane Directorate, 1601 Lind Avenue
SW., Renton, WA. For information on
the availability of this material at the
FAA, call 425-227-1221. It is also
available on the Internet at http://
www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating Docket No. FAA-2016—
9566.

Examining the AD Docket

You may examine the AD docket on
the Internet at http://
www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating Docket No. FAA-2016—
9566; or in person at the Docket
Management Facility between 9 a.m.
and 5 p.m., Monday through Friday,
except Federal holidays. The AD docket
contains this AD, the regulatory
evaluation, any comments received, and
other information. The address for the
Docket Office (phone: 800-647-5527) is
Docket Management Facility, U.S.
Department of Transportation, Docket
Operations, M—30, West Building
Ground Floor, Room W12-140, 1200
New Jersey Avenue SE., Washington,
DC 20590.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Eric
Schrieber, Aerospace Engineer,
Airframe Branch, ANM—120L, FAA, Los
Angeles Aircraft Certification Office
(ACO), 3960 Paramount Boulevard,
Lakewood, CA 90712—4137; phone:
562—627-5348; fax: 562—-627-5210;
email: eric.schrieber@faa.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Discussion

We issued a notice of proposed
rulemaking (NPRM) to amend 14 CFR
part 39 by adding an AD that would
apply to all The Boeing Company Model
757—-200, —200PF, and —200CB series
airplanes. The NPRM published in the
Federal Register on January 5, 2017 (82


http://www.archives.gov/federal-register/cfr/ibr-locations.html
http://www.archives.gov/federal-register/cfr/ibr-locations.html
http://www.archives.gov/federal-register/cfr/ibr-locations.html
mailto:9-ANM-LAACO-AMOC-Requests@faa.gov
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FR 1262). The NPRM was prompted by
a report indicating that the fuselage
circumferential splice plates along the
center fastener rows, forward and aft of
station 900 and station 1180 splice
centerlines, are susceptible to WFD. The
NPRM proposed to require repetitive
LFEC inspections for cracks of certain
circumferential splice plates, and
repairs if necessary. We are issuing this
AD to detect and correct any such
cracks, which could lead to the failure
of a principal structural element and
could adversely affect the structural
integrity of the airplane.

Comments

We gave the public the opportunity to
participate in developing this AD. The
following presents the comments
received on the NPRM and the FAA’s
response to each comment.

Support for the NPRM

Boeing and United Airlines stated that
they support the NPRM.

Effect of Winglets on Accomplishment
of the Proposed Actions

Aviation Partners Boeing (APB) stated
that the installation of winglets per
Supplemental Type Certificate (STC)
ST01518SE does not affect the
accomplishment of the manufacturer’s
service instructions.

We concur with the commenter’s
statement. We have redesignated
paragraph (c) of the proposed AD as
paragraph (c)(1) of this AD and added
paragraph (c)(2) to this AD to state that

installation of STC ST01518SE does not
affect the ability to accomplish the
actions required by this AD. Therefore,
for airplanes on which ST01518SE is
installed, a ““change in product”
alternative method of compliance
(AMOC) approval request is not
necessary to comply with the
requirements of 14 CFR 39.17.

Effects of Modification From Passenger
to Freighter Configuration on the
Proposed Actions

FedEx Express (FedEx) stated that VT
Aerospace, which holds STC
ST03562AT for modification of an
airplane from a passenger to a freighter
configuration, confirmed that STC
ST03562AT does not affect the
accomplishment of the manufacturer’s
service instructions. FedEx otherwise
had no objection to the NPRM.

We agree with the commenter’s
statement that STC ST03562AT does not
affect the accomplishment of the
manufacturer’s service instructions.
Therefore, the installation of STC
ST03562AT does not affect the ability to
accomplish the actions required by this
AD. Because this STC is installed on a
limited number of airplanes, we have
determined that it is not necessary to
revise this AD to include a provision
that explicitly states the effect of this
STC on compliance.

Conclusion

We reviewed the relevant data,
considered the comments received, and

ESTIMATED COSTS

determined that air safety and the
public interest require adopting this AD
with the change described previously
and minor editorial changes. We have
determined that these minor changes:

e Are consistent with the intent that
was proposed in the NPRM for
correcting the unsafe condition; and

¢ Do not add any additional burden
upon the public than was already
proposed in the NPRM.

We also determined that these
changes will not increase the economic
burden on any operator or increase the
scope of this AD.

Related Service Information Under 1
CFR Part 51

We reviewed Boeing Alert Service
Bulletin 757-53A0105, dated June 10,
2016. The service information describes
procedures for repetitive LFEC
inspections and repairs of the
circumferential splice plates at station
900 and station 1180, from stringer S—
6L to stringer S—6R, for any cracks. This
service information is reasonably
available because the interested parties
have access to it through their normal
course of business or by the means
identified in the ADDRESSES section.

Costs of Compliance

We estimate that this AD affects 634
airplanes of U.S. registry. We estimate
the following costs to comply with this
AD:

: Cost per Cost on U.S.
Action Labor cost Parts cost product operators
LFEC inspection ............ 6 work-hours x $85 per hour = $510 per inspec- $0 | $510 per inspection $323,340 per inspection

tion cycle.

cycle.

cycle.

We have received no definitive data
that would enable us to provide cost
estimates for the on-condition actions
specified in this AD.

Authority for This Rulemaking

Title 49 of the United States Code
specifies the FAA’s authority to issue
rules on aviation safety. Subtitle I,
section 106, describes the authority of
the FAA Administrator. Subtitle VII:
Aviation Programs, describes in more
detail the scope of the Agency’s
authority.

We are issuing this rulemaking under
the authority described in Subtitle VII,
Part A, Subpart III, Section 44701:
“General requirements.” Under that
section, Congress charges the FAA with
promoting safe flight of civil aircraft in

air commerce by prescribing regulations
for practices, methods, and procedures
the Administrator finds necessary for
safety in air commerce. This regulation
is within the scope of that authority
because it addresses an unsafe condition
that is likely to exist or develop on
products identified in this rulemaking
action.
Regulatory Findings

This AD will not have federalism
implications under Executive Order
13132. This AD will not have a
substantial direct effect on the States, on
the relationship between the national
government and the States, or on the
distribution of power and
responsibilities among the various
levels of government.

For the reasons discussed above, I
certify that this AD:

(1) Is not a “significant regulatory
action” under Executive Order 12866,

(2) Is not a “significant rule” under
DOT Regulatory Policies and Procedures
(44 FR 11034, February 26, 1979),

(3) Will not affect intrastate aviation
in Alaska, and

(4) Will not have a significant
economic impact, positive or negative,
on a substantial number of small entities
under the criteria of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39

Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation
safety, Incorporation by reference,
Safety.
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Adoption of the Amendment

Accordingly, under the authority
delegated to me by the Administrator,
the FAA amends 14 CFR part 39 as
follows:

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

m 1. The authority citation for part 39
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40113, 44701.
§39.13 [Amended]

m 2. The FAA amends § 39.13 by adding
the following new airworthiness
directive (AD):

2017-12-12 The Boeing Company:
Amendment 39-18927; Docket No.
FAA-2016-9566; Directorate Identifier
2016—-NM-191-AD.

(a) Effective Date
This AD is effective July 25, 2017.

(b) Affected ADs

This AD affects AD 2006-11-11,
Amendment 39-14615 (71 FR 30278, May 26,
2006) (“AD 2006-11-11").

(c) Applicability

(1) This AD applies to all The Boeing
Company Model 757-200, —200PF, and
—200CB series airplanes, certificated in any
category.

(2) Installation of Supplemental Type
Certificate (STC) ST01518SE (http://
rgl.faa.gov/Regulatory and Guidance
Library/rgstc.nsf/0/48e13cdfbbc
32cf4862576a4005d308b/$FILE/
ST01518SE.pdf) does not affect the ability to
accomplish the actions required by this AD.
Therefore, for airplanes on which STC
ST01518SE is installed, a “‘change in
product” alternative method of compliance
(AMOC) approval request is not necessary to
comply with the requirements of 14 CFR
39.17.

(d) Subject

Air Transport Association (ATA) of
America Code 53, Fuselage.

(e) Unsafe Condition

This AD was prompted by an evaluation by
the design approval holder (DAH) indicating
that the fuselage circumferential splice plates
along the center fastener rows, forward and
aft of station 900 and station 1180 splice
centerlines, are subject to widespread fatigue
damage (WFD). We are issuing this AD to
detect and correct cracks of certain
circumferential splice plates, which could
lead to the failure of a principal structural
element and could adversely affect the
structural integrity of the airplane.

(f) Compliance

Comply with this AD within the
compliance times specified, unless already
done.

(g) Repetitive Low Frequency Eddy Current
(LFEC) Inspections and Corrective Actions

At the applicable time specified in
paragraph 1.E., “Compliance,” of Boeing
Alert Service Bulletin 757-53A0105, dated
June 10, 2016, except as required by
paragraph (h)(1) of this AD: Do an LFEC
inspection for cracking of the circumferential
splice plates at station 900 and station 1180,
from stringer S—6L to stringer S—6R, and do
all applicable corrective actions, in
accordance with the Accomplishment
Instructions of Boeing Alert Service Bulletin
757-53A0105, dated June 10, 2016, except as
required by paragraph (h)(2) of this AD. Do
all applicable corrective actions before
further flight. Repeat the inspections
thereafter at the applicable times specified in
paragraph 1.E., “Compliance,” of Boeing
Alert Service Bulletin 757-53A0105, dated
June 10, 2016. Accomplishing these
inspections terminates the requirements of
paragraph (h) of AD 2006-11-11 for the
inspections of structurally significant item
(SSI) 53—40-05, circumferential skin splice
body station BS900 stringer S—6L to stringer
S—6R and circumferential skin splice body
station BS1180 stringer S—6L to stringer S—
6R, as specified in Section 9 of Boeing
Maintenance Planning Data (MPD) Document
D622N001-9, May 2003 or June 2005
revisions. All other requirements of AD
2006—11-11 remain fully applicable and
must be complied with.

(h) Service Information Exceptions

(1) Where Boeing Alert Service Bulletin
757-53A0105, dated June 10, 2016, specifies
a compliance time “after the original issue
date of this service bulletin,” this AD
requires compliance within the specified
compliance time after the effective date of
this AD.

(2) Where Boeing Alert Service Bulletin
757-53A0105, dated June 10, 2016, specifies
to contact Boeing for repair instructions, and
specifies that action as Required for
Compliance (RC), this AD requires repair
using a method approved in accordance with
the procedures specified in paragraph (i) of
this AD.

(i) Alternative Methods of Compliance
(AMOCs)

(1) The Manager, Los Angeles Aircraft
Certification Office (ACO), FAA, has the
authority to approve AMOGCs for this AD, if
requested using the procedures found in 14
CFR 39.19. In accordance with 14 CFR 39.19,
send your request to your principal inspector
or local Flight Standards District Office, as
appropriate. If sending information directly
to the manager of the ACO, send it to the
attention of the person identified in
paragraph (j) of this AD. Information may be
emailed to: 9-ANM-LAACO-AMOC-
Requests@faa.gov.

(2) Before using any approved AMOC,
notify your appropriate principal inspector,
or lacking a principal inspector, the manager
of the local flight standards district office/
certificate holding district office.

(3) An AMOC that provides an acceptable
level of safety may be used for any repair,
modification, or alteration required by this
AD if it is approved by the Boeing

Commercial Airplanes Organization
Designation Authorization (ODA) that has
been authorized by the Manager, Los Angeles
ACO, to make those findings. To be
approved, the repair method, modification
deviation, or alteration deviation must meet
the certification basis of the airplane, and the
approval must specifically refer to this AD.

(4) Except as required by paragraph (h)(2)
of this AD: For service information that
contains steps that are labeled as RC, the
provisions of paragraphs (i)(4)(i) and (i)(4)(ii)
of this AD apply.

(i) The steps labeled as RC, including
substeps under an RC step and any figures
identified in an RC step, must be done to
comply with the AD. If a step or substep is
labeled “RC Exempt,” then the RC
requirement is removed from that step or
substep. An AMOC is required for any
deviations to RC steps, including substeps
and identified figures.

(ii) Steps not labeled as RC may be
deviated from using accepted methods in
accordance with the operator’s maintenance
or inspection program without obtaining
approval of an AMOG, provided the RC steps,
including substeps and identified figures, can
still be done as specified, and the airplane
can be put back in an airworthy condition.

(j) Related Information

For more information about this AD,
contact Eric Schrieber, Aerospace Engineer,
Airframe Branch, ANM-120L, FAA, Los
Angeles ACO, 3960 Paramount Boulevard,
Lakewood, CA 90712-4137; phone: 562—-627—
5348; fax: 562—627-5210; email:
eric.schrieber@faa.gov.

(k) Material Incorporated by Reference

(1) The Director of the Federal Register
approved the incorporation by reference
(IBR) of the service information listed in this
paragraph under 5 U.S.C. 552(a) and 1 CFR
part 51.

(2) You must use this service information
as applicable to do the actions required by
this AD, unless the AD specifies otherwise.

(i) Boeing Alert Service Bulletin 757—
53A0105, dated June 10, 2016.

(ii) Reserved.

(3) For service information identified in
this AD, contact Boeing Commercial
Airplanes, Attention: Contractual & Data
Services (C&DS), 2600 Westminster Blvd.,
MC 110-SK57, Seal Beach, CA 90740-5600;
telephone: 562—-797-1717; Internet: https://
www.myboeingfleet.com.

(4) You may view this service information
at the FAA, Transport Airplane Directorate,
1601 Lind Avenue SW., Renton, WA. For
information on the availability of this
material at the FAA, call 425-227-1221.

(5) You may view this service information
that is incorporated by reference at the
National Archives and Records
Administration (NARA). For information on
the availability of this material at NARA, call
202-741-6030, or go to: http://
www.archives.gov/federal-register/cfr/ibr-
locations.html.
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Issued in Renton, Washington, on June 6,
2017.

Michael Kaszycki,

Acting Manager, Transport Airplane
Directorate, Aircraft Certification Service.

[FR Doc. 2017-12176 Filed 6-19-17; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. FAA-2017-0558; Directorate
Identifier 2015-NM-133-AD; Amendment
39-18930; AD 2017-12-15]

RIN 2120-AA64

Airworthiness Directives; Bombardier,
Inc., Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Final rule; request for
comments.

SUMMARY: We are adopting a new
airworthiness directive (AD) for all
Bombardier, Inc., Model CL-600-2E25
(Regional Jet Series 1000) airplanes.
This AD requires revising the airplane
flight manual (AFM) to provide
procedures to stabilize the airplane’s
airspeed and attitude. This AD was
prompted by two in-service incidents of
loss of all air data information in the
flight deck. We are issuing this AD to
address the unsafe condition on these
products.

DATES: This AD becomes effective July
5,2017.

The Director of the Federal Register
approved the incorporation by reference
of a certain publication listed in this AD
as of July 5, 2017.

We must receive comments on this
AD by August 4, 2017.

ADDRESSES: You may send comments,
using the procedures found in 14 CFR
11.43 and 11.45, by any of the following
methods:

e Federal eRulemaking Portal: Go to
http://www.regulations.gov. Follow the
instructions for submitting comments.

e Fax:202-493-2251.

e Mail: U.S. Department of
Transportation, Docket Operations, M—
30, West Building Ground Floor, Room
W12-140, 1200 New Jersey Avenue SE.,
Washington, DC 20590.

e Hand Delivery: U.S. Department of
Transportation, Docket Operations, M—
30, West Building Ground Floor, Room
W12-140, 1200 New Jersey Avenue SE.,
Washington, DC, between 9 a.m. and 5
p-m., Monday through Friday, except
Federal holidays.

For service information identified in
this final rule, contact Bombardier, Inc.,
400 Cote-Vertu Road West, Dorval,
Québec H4S 1Y9, Canada; Widebody
Customer Response Center North
America toll-free telephone 1-866—538—
1247 or direct-dial telephone 1-514—
855—2999; fax 514—855—7401; email
ac.yul@aero.bombardier.com; Internet
http://www.bombardier.com. You may
view this referenced service information
at the FAA, Transport Airplane
Directorate, 1601 Lind Avenue SW.,
Renton, WA. For information on the
availability of this material at the FAA,
call 425-227-1221. It is also available
on the Internet at http://
www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating Docket No. FAA-2017—
0558.

Examining the AD Docket

You may examine the AD docket on
the Internet at http://
www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating Docket No. FAA-2017—
0558; or in person at the Docket
Operations office between 9 a.m. and 5
p-m., Monday through Friday, except
Federal holidays. The AD docket
contains this AD, the regulatory
evaluation, any comments received, and
other information. The street address for
the Docket Operations office (telephone
800—647-5527) is in the ADDRESSES
section. Comments will be available in
the AD docket shortly after receipt.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Assata Dessaline, Aerospace Engineer,
Avionics and Services Branch, ANE—
172, FAA, New York Aircraft
Certification Office (ACO), 1600 Stewart
Avenue, Suite 410, Westbury, New York
11590; telephone: 516—-228-7301; fax:
516-794-5531.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Discussion

Transport Canada Civil Aviation
(TCCA), which is the aviation authority
for Canada, has issued Canadian
Airworthiness Directive CF—2015-11,
dated June 9, 2015 (referred to after this
as the Mandatory Continuing
Airworthiness Information, or “the
MCATI”), to correct an unsafe condition
for all Bombardier, Inc., Model CL-600—
2E25 (Regional Jet Series 1000)
airplanes. The MCALI states:

Two in-service incidents have been
reported on CL-600-2C10 aeroplanes
regarding a loss of all air data information in
the cockpit. The air data information was
recovered as the aeroplane descended to
lower altitudes. An investigation determined
that the root cause in both events was high
altitude icing (ice crystal contamination). If
not addressed, this condition may affect
continued safe flight.

Due to similarities in the air data systems,
such events could happen on all Bombardier
CRJ models, CL-600-2B19, CL-600-2C10,
CL-600-2D15, CL-600—2D24 and CL-600—
2E25. Therefore, the corrective actions for
these models will be mandated once their
respective Airplane Flight Manual (AFM)
revisions become available.

This [Canadian] AD mandates the
incorporation of AFM procedures to guide
the crew to stabilize the aeroplanes airspeed
and attitude for continued safe flight.

You may examine the MCAI on the
Internet at http://www.regulations.gov
by searching for and locating Docket No.
FAA-2017-0558.

Related Service Information Under 1
CFR Part 51

Bombardier, Inc., has issued Section
03-19, “Unreliable Airspeed,” of
Chapter 3, “Emergency Procedures,” in
the Bombardier CRJ Series Regional Jet
Model CL-600-2E25 (Series 1000) AFM,
Revision 9, dated February 13, 2015.
The service information describes
procedures to stabilize the airplane’s
airspeed and attitude. This service
information is reasonably available
because the interested parties have
access to it through their normal course
of business or by the means identified
in the ADDRESSES section.

FAA’s Determination and Requirements
of This AD

This product has been approved by
the aviation authority of another
country, and is approved for operation
in the United States. Pursuant to our
bilateral agreement with the State of
Design Authority, we have been notified
of the unsafe condition described in the
MCALI and service information
referenced above. We are issuing this
AD because we evaluated all pertinent
information and determined the unsafe
condition exists and is likely to exist or
develop on other products of this same
type design.

FAA’s Determination of the Effective
Date

Since there are currently no domestic
operators of this product, notice and
opportunity for public comment before
issuing this AD are unnecessary.

Comments Invited

This AD is a final rule that involves
requirements affecting flight safety, and
we did not precede it by notice and
opportunity for public comment. We
invite you to send any written relevant
data, views, or arguments about this AD.
Send your comments to an address
listed under the ADDRESSES section.
Include “Docket No. FAA-2017-0558;
Directorate Identifier 2015-NM-133—
AD” at the beginning of your comments.


http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
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We specifically invite comments on the
overall regulatory, economic,
environmental, and energy aspects of
this AD. We will consider all comments
received by the closing date and may
amend this AD based on those
comments.

We will post all comments we
receive, without change, to http://
www.regulations.gov, including any
personal information you provide. We
will also post a report summarizing each
substantive verbal contact we receive
about this AD.

Costs of Compliance

Currently, there are no affected
airplanes on the U.S. Register. However,
if an affected airplane is imported and
placed on the U.S. Register in the future,
the required actions would take about 1
work-hour per product to comply with
the basic requirements of this AD. The
average labor rate is $85 per work-hour.
Based on these figures, we estimate the
cost of this AD to be $85 per product.

Authority for This Rulemaking

Title 49 of the United States Code
specifies the FAA’s authority to issue
rules on aviation safety. Subtitle I,
section 106, describes the authority of
the FAA Administrator. “Subtitle VII:
Aviation Programs,” describes in more
detail the scope of the Agency’s
authority.

We are issuing this rulemaking under
the authority described in “‘Subtitle VII,
Part A, Subpart III, Section 44701:
General requirements.” Under that
section, Congress charges the FAA with
promoting safe flight of civil aircraft in
air commerce by prescribing regulations
for practices, methods, and procedures
the Administrator finds necessary for
safety in air commerce. This regulation
is within the scope of that authority
because it addresses an unsafe condition
that is likely to exist or develop on
products identified in this rulemaking
action.

Regulatory Findings

We determined that this AD will not
have federalism implications under
Executive Order 13132. This AD will
not have a substantial direct effect on
the States, on the relationship between
the national government and the States,
or on the distribution of power and
responsibilities among the various
levels of government.

For the reasons discussed above, I
certify that this AD:

1. Is not a “significant regulatory
action” under Executive Order 12866;

2. Is not a “significant rule” under the
DOT Regulatory Policies and Procedures
(44 FR 11034, February 26, 1979);

3. Will not affect intrastate aviation in
Alaska; and

4. Will not have a significant
economic impact, positive or negative,
on a substantial number of small entities
under the criteria of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39

Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation
safety, Incorporation by reference,
Safety.

Adoption of the Amendment

Accordingly, under the authority
delegated to me by the Administrator,
the FAA amends 14 CFR part 39 as
follows:

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

m 1. The authority citation for part 39
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40113, 44701.

§39.13 [Amended]

m 2. The FAA amends § 39.13 by adding

the following new airworthiness

directive (AD):

2017-12-15 Bombardier, Inc.: Amendment
39-18930; Docket No. FAA-2017-0558;
Directorate Identifier 2015-NM-133—-AD.

(a) Effective Date
This AD becomes effective July 5, 2017.

(b) Affected ADs

None.
(c) Applicability

This AD applies to all Bombardier, Inc.,
Model CL-600-2E25 (Regional Jet Series

1000) airplanes, serial numbers 19001 and
subsequent, certificated in any category.

(d) Subject

Air Transport Association (ATA) of
America Code 34, Navigation.

(e) Reason

This AD was prompted by reports of two
in-service incidents of loss of all air data
information in the flight deck. We are issuing
this AD to advise the flight crew of
procedures to stabilize the airplane’s
airspeed and attitude in the event of loss of
air data information. Loss of air data
information may result in loss of continued
flight safety.

(f) Compliance

Comply with this AD within the
compliance times specified, unless already
done.

(g) Airplane Flight Manual Revision

Within 30 days after the effective date of
this AD, revise the Emergency Procedures
section of the airplane flight manual (AFM)
to include the information in Section 03-19,
“Unreliable Airspeed,” of Chapter 3,
“Emergency Procedures,” in the Bombardier
CR]J Series Regional Jet Model CL-600-2E25

(Series 1000) AFM, Revision 9, dated
February 13, 2015.

(h) Other FAA AD Provisions

The following provisions also apply to this
AD:

(1) Alternative Methods of Compliance
(AMOCs): The Manager, New York Aircraft
Certification Office (ACO), ANE-170, FAA,
has the authority to approve AMOG:s for this
AD, if requested using the procedures found
in 14 CFR 39.19. In accordance with 14 CFR
39.19, send your request to your principal
inspector or local Flight Standards District
Office, as appropriate. If sending information
directly to the ACO, send it to ATTN:
Program Manager, Continuing Operational
Safety, FAA, New York ACO, 1600 Stewart
Avenue, Suite 410, Westbury, NY 11590;
telephone 516-228-7300; fax 516—794-5531.
Before using any approved AMOGC, notify
your appropriate principal inspector, or
lacking a principal inspector, the manager of
the local flight standards district office/
certificate holding district office. The AMOC
approval letter must specifically reference
this AD.

(2) Contacting the Manufacturer: For any
requirement in this AD to obtain corrective
actions from a manufacturer, the action must
be accomplished using a method approved
by the Manager, New York ACO, ANE-170,
FAA; or Transport Canada Civil Aviation
(TCCA); or Bombardier, Inc.’s TCCA Design
Approval Organization (DAO). If approved by
the DAO, the approval must include the
DAO-authorized signature.

(i) Related Information

Refer to Mandatory Continuing
Airworthiness Information (MCAI) Canadian
Airworthiness Directive CF—2015-11, dated
June 9, 2015, for related information. You
may examine the MCAI on the Internet at
http://www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating Docket No. FAA-2017-0558.

(j) Material Incorporated by Reference

(1) The Director of the Federal Register
approved the incorporation by reference
(IBR) of the service information listed in this
paragraph under 5 U.S.C. 552(a) and 1 CFR
part 51.

(2) You must use this service information
as applicable to do the actions required by
this AD, unless this AD specifies otherwise.

(i) Section 03—-19, “Unreliable Airspeed,”
of Chapter 3, “Emergency Procedures,” in the
Bombardier CRJ Series Regional Jet Model
CL-600—-2E25 (Series 1000) AFM, Revision 9,
dated February 13, 2015.

(ii) Reserved.

(3) For service information identified in
this AD, contact Bombardier, Inc., 400 Cote-
Vertu Road West, Dorval, Québec H4S 1Y9,
Canada; Widebody Customer Response
Center North America toll-free telephone 1—
866-538—1247 or direct-dial telephone 1—
514—-855-2999; fax 514—855—7401; email
ac.yul@aero.bombardier.com; Internet http://
www.bombardier.com.

(4) You may view this service information
at the FAA, Transport Airplane Directorate,
1601 Lind Avenue SW., Renton, WA. For
information on the availability of this
material at the FAA, call 425-227-1221.
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(5) You may view this service information
that is incorporated by reference at the
National Archives and Records
Administration (NARA). For information on
the availability of this material at NARA, call
202-741-6030, or go to: http://
www.archives.gov/federal-register/cfr/ibr-
locations.html.

Issued in Renton, Washington, on June 7,
2017.
Michael Kaszycki,

Acting Manager, Transport Airplane
Directorate, Aircraft Certification Service.

[FR Doc. 2017-12396 Filed 6-19-17; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. FAA-2016-9188; Directorate
Identifier 2016-NM-102-AD; Amendment
39-18920; AD 2017-12-05]

RIN 2120-AA64
Airworthiness Directives; The Boeing
Company Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: We are superseding
Airworthiness Directive (AD) 2007—26—
04 for certain The Boeing Company
Model 737-100, —200, —200C, —300,
—400, and —500 series airplanes. AD
2007-26-04 required repetitive
inspections for cracking of certain
fasteners, and repair if necessary; and a
preventive modification, which
terminated the repetitive inspections.
This AD removes the mandatory
modification; adds repetitive
inspections of the skin for cracking, a
one-time inspection for defects of the
production countersunk rivets, and
corrective actions if necessary; and adds
an optional skin trim-out repair, which
will terminate certain inspections. This
AD was prompted by an evaluation by
the design approval holder (DAH)
indicating that certain skin panels are
subject to widespread fatigue damage
(WFD). We are issuing this AD to
address the unsafe condition on these
products.

DATES: This AD is effective July 25,
2017.

The Director of the Federal Register
approved the incorporation by reference
of a certain publication listed in this AD
as of July 25, 2017.

ADDRESSES: For service information
identified in this final rule, contact
Boeing Commercial Airplanes,

Attention: Contractual & Data Services
(C&DS), 2600 Westminster Blvd., MC
110-SK57, Seal Beach, CA 90740-5600;
telephone 562—-797-1717; Internet
https://www.myboeingfleet.com. You
may view this referenced service
information at the FAA, Transport
Airplane Directorate, 1601 Lind Avenue
SW., Renton, WA. For information on
the availability of this material at the
FAA, call 425-227-1221. It is also
available on the Internet at http://
www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating Docket No. FAA-2016—
9188.

Examining the AD Docket

You may examine the AD docket on
the Internet at http://
www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating Docket No. FAA-2016—
9188; or in person at the Docket
Management Facility between 9 a.m.
and 5 p.m., Monday through Friday,
except Federal holidays. The AD docket
contains this AD, the regulatory
evaluation, any comments received, and
other information. The address for the
Docket Office (phone: 800-647-5527) is
Docket Management Facility, U.S.
Department of Transportation, Docket
Operations, M—30, West Building
Ground Floor, Room W12-140, 1200
New Jersey Avenue SE., Washington,
DC 20590.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Jennifer Tsakoumakis, Aerospace
Engineer, Airframe Branch, ANM-120L,
FAA, Los Angeles Aircraft Certification
Office (ACO), 3960 Paramount
Boulevard, Lakewood, CA 90712—-4137;
phone: 562-627-5264; fax: 562—-627—
5210; email: jennifer.tsakoumakis@
faa.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Discussion

We issued a notice of proposed
rulemaking (NPRM) to amend 14 CFR
part 39 to supersede AD 2007—-26-04,
Amendment 39-15306 (72 FR 71216,
December 17, 2007) (“‘AD 2007—26—
04”’). AD 2007-26-04 applied to certain
Boeing Model 737-100, —200, —200C,
—300, —400, and —500 series airplanes.
The NPRM published in the Federal
Register on October 20, 2016 (81 FR
72554) (“the NPRM”). The NPRM was
prompted by an evaluation by the DAH
indicating that the forward skin panel at
the station (STA) 259.5 circumferential
butt splice between stringers 19L and
24L is subject to WFD. The NPRM
proposed to continue to require
repetitive inspections for cracking
around the heads of the fasteners on the
forward fastener row in certain areas of
a certain circumferential butt splice, and

repair if necessary. The NPRM also
proposed to add repetitive inspections
of the skin for cracking at the aft
fastener column, and a one-time
inspection for defects in the production
countersunk rivets, and corrective
actions if necessary; and add an
optional skin trim-out repair, which
would terminate certain inspections. We
are issuing this AD to prevent cracking
of the STA 259.5 circumferential butt
splice, which could result in loss of
structural integrity of the fuselage skin
and possible loss of cabin pressure.

Comments

We gave the public the opportunity to
participate in developing this AD. The
following presents the comments
received on the NPRM and the FAA’s
response to each comment.

Request To Revise Terminating Action

Southwest Airlines (SWA) requested
that we revise paragraph (i) of the
proposed AD to specify that doing the
optional repairs terminates the initial
and repetitive inspections instead of just
the repetitive inspections. SWA stated
that if a terminating repair were
installed prior to the initial inspection,
there is no justification for either the
initial or repetitive inspections.

We agree with SWA’s request. We
have revised paragraph (i) of this AD to
specify that the terminating repairs are
applicable to both the initial and
repetitive inspections.

Effect of Winglets on Accomplishment
of the Proposed Actions

Aviation Partners Boeing stated that
accomplishing the supplemental type
certificate (STC) ST01219SE does not
affect the actions specified in the
NPRM.

We concur with the commenter. We
have redesignated paragraph (c) of the
proposed AD as paragraph (c)(1) of this
AD and added paragraph (c)(2) to this
AD to state that installation of STC
ST01219SE does not affect the ability to
accomplish the actions required by this
AD. Therefore, for airplanes on which
STC ST01219SE is installed, a “‘change
in product” alternative method of
compliance (AMOC) approval request is
not necessary to comply with the
requirements of 14 CFR 39.17.

Conclusion

We reviewed the relevant data,
considered the comments received, and
determined that air safety and the
public interest require adopting this AD
with the changes described previously,
and minor editorial changes. We have
determined that these minor changes:
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e Are consistent with the intent that
was proposed in the NPRM for
correcting the unsafe condition; and

¢ Do not add any additional burden
upon the public than was already
proposed in the NPRM.

We also determined that these
changes will not increase the economic
burden on any operator or increase the
scope of this AD.

Related Service Information Under 1
CFR Part 51

We reviewed Boeing Alert Service
Bulletin 737-53A1267, Revision 1,

dated March 8, 2016 (““ASB 737—
53A1267, R1”). The service information
describes procedures for detailed
inspections and high frequency eddy
current (HFEC) surface inspections of
the skin around the fastener heads for
any crack on the forward and aft
fastener columns, left and right sides, at
STA 259.5 circumferential butt splice; a
detailed inspection for any defect of the
production countersunk rivet heads on
both forward and aft fastener columns,
left and right sides, at the STA 259.5
circumferential butt splice; and

ESTIMATED COSTS

corrective actions, including a skin trim-
out repair and other repairs. This
service information is reasonably
available because the interested parties
have access to it through their normal
course of business or by the means
identified in the ADDRESSES section.

Costs of Compliance

We estimate that this AD affects 115
airplanes of U.S. registry. We estimate
the following costs to comply with this
AD:

: Cost per Cost on U.S.
Action Labor cost Parts cost product operators
Inspections ........c.cceceeuen. 28 work-hours x $85 per hour = $2,380 per in- $0 | $2,380 per inspection $273,700 per inspection

spection cycle.

cycle.

cycle.

We have received no definitive data
that would enable us to provide cost
estimates for the optional skin-trim-out
repair specified in this AD.

We have received no definitive data
that would enable us to provide cost
estimates for the on-condition actions
specified in this AD.

Authority for This Rulemaking

Title 49 of the United States Code
specifies the FAA’s authority to issue
rules on aviation safety. Subtitle I,
Section 106, describes the authority of
the FAA Administrator. Subtitle VII,
Aviation Programs, describes in more
detail the scope of the Agency’s
authority.

We are issuing this rulemaking under
the authority described in Subtitle VII,
Part A, Subpart III, Section 44701,
“General requirements.” Under that
section, Congress charges the FAA with
promoting safe flight of civil aircraft in
air commerce by prescribing regulations
for practices, methods, and procedures
the Administrator finds necessary for
safety in air commerce. This regulation
is within the scope of that authority
because it addresses an unsafe condition
that is likely to exist or develop on
products identified in this rulemaking
action.

Regulatory Findings

We have determined that this AD will
not have federalism implications under
Executive Order 13132. This AD will
not have a substantial direct effect on
the States, on the relationship between
the national government and the States,
or on the distribution of power and
responsibilities among the various
levels of government.

For the reasons discussed above, I
certify that this AD:

(1) Is not a “significant regulatory
action” under Executive Order 12866,

(2) Is not a “significant rule” under
DOT Regulatory Policies and Procedures
(44 FR 11034, February 26, 1979),

(3) Will not affect intrastate aviation
in Alaska, and

(4) Will not have a significant
economic impact, positive or negative,
on a substantial number of small entities
under the criteria of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39

Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation
safety, Incorporation by reference,
Safety.

Adoption of the Amendment

Accordingly, under the authority
delegated to me by the Administrator,
the FAA amends 14 CFR part 39 as
follows:

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

m 1. The authority citation for part 39
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40113, 44701.
§39.13 [Amended]

m 2. The FAA amends § 39.13 by
removing Airworthiness Directive (AD)
2007—-26—04, Amendment 39-15806 (72
FR 71216, December 17, 2007), and
adding the following new AD:

2017-12-05 The Boeing Company:
Amendment 39-18920; Docket No.
FAA-2016-9188; Directorate Identifier
2016—-NM-102-AD.

(a) Effective Date
This AD is effective July 25, 2017.

(b) Affected ADs

This AD replaces AD 2007-26-04,
Amendment 39-15306 (72 FR 71216,
December 17, 2007) (“AD 2007-26—-04"").

(c) Applicability

(1) This AD applies to The Boeing
Company Model 737-100, —200, —200C,
—300, —400, and —500 series airplanes,
certificated in any category, as identified in
Boeing Alert Service Bulletin 737-53A1267,
Revision 1, dated March 8, 2016 (“ASB 737—
53A1267, R1”).

(2) Installation of Supplemental Type
Certificate (STC) ST01219SE (http://
rgl.faa.gov/Regulatory_and_Guidance_
Library/rgstc.nsf/0/ebd1cec7b301293e86257
¢b30045557a/$FILE/ST01219SE.pdf) does
not affect the ability to accomplish the
actions required by this AD. Therefore, for
airplanes on which STC ST01219SE is
installed, a “change in product” alternative
method of compliance (AMOC) approval
request is not necessary to comply with the
requirements of 14 CFR 39.17.

(d) Subject

Air Transport Association (ATA) of
America Code 53, Fuselage.

(e) Unsafe Condition

This AD was prompted by an evaluation by
the design approval holder indicating that
the forward skin panel at the station (STA)
259.5 circumferential butt splice between
stringers 19L and 24L is subject to
widespread fatigue damage. We are issuing
this AD to prevent cracking of the STA 259.5
circumferential butt splice, which could
result in loss of structural integrity of the
fuselage skin and possible loss of cabin
pressure.

(f) Compliance

Comply with this AD within the
compliance times specified, unless already
done.
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(g) Actions for Group 2 Airplanes

For airplanes identified as Group 2 in ASB
737-53A1267, R1: Within 120 days after the
effective date of this AD, inspect the airplane
and do all applicable corrective actions using
a method approved in accordance with the
procedures specified in paragraph (k) of this
AD.

(h) Inspections for Group 1 Airplanes

For airplanes identified as Group 1 in ASB
737-53A1267, R1: Except as specified in
paragraph (j)(1) of this AD, at the applicable
time specified in paragraph 1.E.
“Compliance” of ASB 737-53A1267, R1, do
the applicable actions specified in
paragraphs (h)(1) and (h)(2) of this AD; and
do all applicable corrective actions; in
accordance with the Accomplishment
Instructions of ASB 737-53A1267, R1, except
as specified in paragraph (j)(2) of this AD and
as provided by paragraph (i) of this AD. Do
all applicable corrective actions before
further flight. Repeat the applicable
inspections specified in paragraph (h)(1) of
this AD thereafter at the applicable intervals
specified paragraph 1.E., “Compliance,” of
ASB 737-53A1267, R1, except as provided
by paragraph (i) of this AD.

(1) Do detailed inspections and high
frequency eddy current (HFEC) surface
inspections of the skin around the fastener
heads for any crack on the forward and aft
fastener columns, left and right sides, at STA
259.5 circumferential butt splice, in
accordance with Parts 1, 2, 6, 7, 8, and 9 of
the Accomplishment Instructions of ASB
737-53A1267, R1, as applicable.

(2) Do a one-time detailed inspection for
any defect of the production countersunk
rivet heads on both forward and aft fastener
columns, left and right sides, at STA 259.5
circumferential butt splice, in accordance
with Part 3 of the Accomplishment
Instructions of ASB 737-53A1267, R1.

(i) Repairs That Terminate Inspections in
Repair Areas

(1) For airplanes identified as Group 1,
Configuration 1, in ASB 737-53A1267, R1:
Doing the skin trim-out repair specified in
Part 5 of the Accomplishment Instructions of
ASB 737-53A1267, R1, terminates the initial
and repetitive inspections required by
paragraph (h) of this AD that are specified in
Part 1 of the Accomplishment Instructions of
ASB 737-53A1267, R1, only; all other
inspections required by paragraph (h) of this
AD must be done, except as provided by
paragraph (i)(2) of this AD.

(2) For airplanes identified as Group 1,
Configuration 1 in ASB 737-53A1267, R1:
Doing the skin repair specified in Part 4 of
the Accomplishment Instructions of ASB
737-53A1267, R1, terminates the initial and
repetitive inspections required by paragraph
(h) of this AD that are specified in Part 1 and
Part 2 of the Accomplishment Instructions of
ASB 737-53A1267, R1, for the repaired area
only; all other inspections required by
paragraph (h) of this AD must be done,
except as provided by paragraph (i)(1) of this
AD.

(j) Exceptions to Service Information

(1) Where paragraph 1.E., “Compliance,” of
ASB 737-53A1267, R1, specifies a

compliance time “after the Revision 1 date of
this service bulletin,” this AD requires
compliance within the specified compliance
time after the effective date of this AD.

(2) Although ASB 737-53A1267, R1,
specifies to contact Boeing for appropriate
action, and specifies that action as “RGC”
(Required for Compliance), this AD requires
repair before further flight using a method
approved in accordance with the procedures
specified in paragraph (k) of this AD.

(k) Alternative Methods of Compliance
(AMOCs)

(1) The Manager, Los Angeles Aircraft
Certification Office (ACO), FAA, has the
authority to approve AMOCs for this AD, if
requested using the procedures found in 14
CFR 39.19. In accordance with 14 CFR 39.19,
send your request to your principal inspector
or local Flight Standards District Office, as
appropriate. If sending information directly
to the manager of the ACO, send it to the
attention of the person identified in
paragraph (1) of this AD. Information may be
emailed to: 9-ANM-LAACO-ACO-AMOC-
Requests@faa.gov.

(2) Before using any approved AMOC,
notify your appropriate principal inspector,
or lacking a principal inspector, the manager
of the local flight standards district office/
certificate holding district office.

(3) An AMOC that provides an acceptable
level of safety may be used for any repair,
modification, or alteration required by this
AD if it is approved by the Boeing
Commercial Airplanes Organization
Designation Authorization (ODA) that has
been authorized by the Manager, Los Angeles
ACO, to make those findings. To be
approved, the repair method, modification
deviation, or alteration deviation must meet
the certification basis of the airplane and the
approval must specifically refer to this AD.

(4) AMOCs approved previously for AD
2007-26-04 are approved as AMOCs for the
corresponding provisions of this AD.

(5) Except as required by paragraph (j)(2)
of this AD: For service information that
contains steps that are labeled as RC, the
provisions of paragraphs (k)(5)(i) and
(k)(5)(ii) of this AD apply.

(i) The steps labeled as RC, including
substeps under an RC step and any figures
identified in an RC step, must be done to
comply with the AD. If a step or substep is
labeled “RC Exempt,” then the RC
requirement is removed from that step or
substep. An AMOC is required for any
deviations to RC steps, including substeps
and identified figures.

(ii) Steps not labeled as RC may be
deviated from using accepted methods in
accordance with the operator’s maintenance
or inspection program without obtaining
approval of an AMOGC, provided the RC steps,
including substeps and identified figures, can
still be done as specified, and the airplane
can be put back in an airworthy condition.

(1) Related Information

For more information about this AD,
contact Jennifer Tsakoumakis, Aerospace
Engineer, Airframe Branch, ANM-120L,
FAA, Los Angeles ACO, 3960 Paramount
Boulevard, Lakewood, CA 90712—4137;

phone: 562-627-5264; fax: 562-627-5210;
email: jennifer.tsakoumakis@faa.gov.

(m) Material Incorporated by Reference

(1) The Director of the Federal Register
approved the incorporation by reference
(IBR) of the service information listed in this
paragraph under 5 U.S.C. 552(a) and 1 CFR
part 51.

(2) You must use this service information
as applicable to do the actions required by
this AD, unless the AD specifies otherwise.

(i) Boeing Alert Service Bulletin 737—
53A1267, Revision 1, dated March 8, 2016.

(ii) Reserved.

(3) For service information identified in
this AD, contact Boeing Commercial
Airplanes, Attention: Contractual & Data
Services (C&DS), 2600 Westminster Blvd.,
MC 110-SK57, Seal Beach, CA 90740-5600;
telephone 562-797—-1717; Internet https://
www.myboeingfleet.com.

(4) You may view this service information
at the FAA, Transport Airplane Directorate,
1601 Lind Avenue SW., Renton, WA. For
information on the availability of this
material at the FAA, call 425-227-1221.

(5) You may view this service information
that is incorporated by reference at the
National Archives and Records
Administration (NARA). For information on
the availability of this material at NARA, call
202-741-6030, or go to: http://
www.archives.gov/federal-register/cfr/ibr-
locations.html.

Issued in Renton, Washington, on June 2,
2017.
Michael Kaszycki,

Acting Manager, Transport Airplane
Directorate, Aircraft Certification Service.

[FR Doc. 2017-12175 Filed 6—-19-17; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. FAA-2016-9574; Directorate
Identifier 2016—-NM-063—-AD; Amendment
39-18921; AD 2017-12-06]

RIN 2120-AA64

Airworthiness Directives; Airbus
Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), Department of
Transportation (DOT).

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: We are adopting a new
airworthiness directive (AD) for all
Airbus Model A300 series airplanes;
Model A300 B4-600, B4—600R, and F4—
600R series airplanes, and Model A300
C4-605R Variant F airplanes
(collectively called Model A300-600
series airplanes); and Model A310 series
airplanes. This AD is intended to
complete certain mandated programs
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intended to support the airplane
reaching its limit of validity (LOV) of
the engineering data that support the
established structural maintenance
program. This AD requires inspecting
the forward passenger doors to identify
the part number, and for affected doors,
inspecting to identify existing repairs
and doing corrective actions if
necessary. We are issuing this AD to
address the unsafe condition on these
products.

DATES: This AD is effective July 25,
2017.

The Director of the Federal Register
approved the incorporation by reference
of certain publications listed in this AD
as of July 25, 2017.

ADDRESSES: For service information
identified in this final rule, contact
Airbus SAS, Airworthiness Office—
EAW, 1 Rond Point Maurice Bellonte,
31707 Blagnac Cedex, France;
telephone: +33 5 61 93 36 96; fax: +33
5 61 93 44 51; email: account.airworth-
eas@airbus.com; Internet: http://
www.airbus.com. You may view this
referenced service information at the
FAA, Transport Airplane Directorate,
1601 Lind Avenue SW., Renton, WA.
For information on the availability of
this material at the FAA, call 425-227—
1221. It is also available on the Internet
at http://www.regulations.gov by
searching for and locating Docket No.
FAA-2016-9574.

Examining the AD Docket

You may examine the AD docket on
the Internet at http://
www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating Docket No. FAA-2016—
9574; or in person at the Docket
Management Facility between 9 a.m.
and 5 p.m., Monday through Friday,
except Federal holidays. The AD docket
contains this AD, the regulatory
evaluation, any comments received, and
other information. The street address for
the Docket Office (telephone 800-647—
5527) is Docket Management Facility,
U.S. Department of Transportation,
Docket Operations, M—30, West
Building Ground Floor, Room W12-140,
1200 New Jersey Avenue SE.,
Washington, DC 20590.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Dan
Rodina, Aerospace Engineer,
International Branch, ANM-116,
Transport Airplane Directorate, FAA,
1601 Lind Avenue SW., Renton, WA
98057-3356; telephone: 425-227-2125;
fax: 425-227-1149.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Discussion

We issued a notice of proposed
rulemaking (NPRM) to amend 14 CFR

part 39 by adding an AD that would
apply to all Airbus Model A300 series
airplanes; Model A300 B4-600, B4—
600R, and F4-600R series airplanes, and
Model A300 C4—605R Variant F
airplanes (collectively called Model
A300-600 series airplanes); and Model
A310 series airplanes. The NPRM
published in the Federal Register on
February 17, 2017 (82 FR 10968) (‘“‘the
NPRM”). The NPRM was intended to
complete certain mandated programs
intended to support the airplane
reaching its limit of validity (LOV) of
the engineering data that support the
established structural maintenance
program. The NPRM proposed to
require inspecting the forward
passenger doors to identify the part
number, and for affected doors,
inspecting to identify existing repairs
and doing corrective actions if
necessary. We are issuing this AD to
detect and correct widespread fatigue
damage of the forward passenger doors,
which could result in reduced structural
integrity of the airplane.

The European Aviation Safety Agency
(EASA), which is the Technical Agent
for the Member States of the European
Union, has issued EASA AD 2016-0079,
dated April 21, 2016 (referred to after
this as the Mandatory Continuing
Airworthiness Information, or “the
MCATI”), to correct an unsafe condition
for all Airbus Model A300 series
airplanes; Model A300 B4—600, B4—
600R, and F4-600R series airplanes, and
Model A300 C4—605R Variant F
airplanes (collectively called Model
A300-600 series airplanes); and Model
A310 series airplanes. The MCAI states:

In the frame of the “Ageing Aeroplane
Safety Rule Project”, a review of the A300,
A300-600 and A310 Structural Repair
Manuals (SRMs) was performed against
Fatigue and Damage Tolerance criteria to
satisfy the ageing aeroplane regulation.

As a result of this review, some repairs
concerning the forward passenger door
flanges were identified as no longer
applicable and had to be de-activated. Those
repairs may however have been
accomplished on some aeroplanes passenger
door flanges prior to de-activation of the
repair.

This condition, if not detected and
corrected, could reduce the structural
integrity of the aeroplane.

To address this potential unsafe condition,
Airbus issued Service Bulletin (SB) A300—
52-0180, SB A300-52-6084 and SB A310—
52-2076 to provide inspection instructions.

For the reasons described above, this
[EASA] AD requires identification of the
forward passenger door part number (P/N)
and a one-time Detailed Inspection (DET) of
the forward passenger door frame segments
inner flanges for SRM repair embodied and,
depending on the results from the
identification and inspection,

accomplishment of corrective action(s) [e.g.,
repair].

You may examine the MCAI in the
AD docket on the Internet at http://
www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating Docket No. FAA-2016—
9574.

Comments

We gave the public the opportunity to
participate in developing this AD. The
following presents the comment
received on the NPRM and the FAA’s
response to that comment.

Support for the NPRM

FedEx agrees that the inspection is
necessary and supports the intent of the
NPRM.

Request To Change the Reporting
Requirement

FedEx stated that it does not have a
process in place to report the inspection
results specified by paragraph (i) of the
proposed AD using the on-line Airbus
reporting tool. FedEx asked that it be
allowed to use the older method of
reporting identified in Airbus Service
Bulletins A310-52—-2076, Revision 01,
dated October 14, 2014; and A300-52—
6084, Revision 01, dated October 16,
2014. FedEx added that the new on-line
application would be used when a
method and adequate personnel are in
place to utilize that application.

We agree with the commenter. We
recognize that operators may not have a
method in place or adequate personnel
available to utilize the online Airbus
reporting tool. Using the reporting sheet
provided in Airbus Service Bulletins
A310-52-2076, Revision 01, dated
October 14, 2014; and A300-52—6084,
Revision 01, dated October 16, 2014; is
an acceptable method for reporting. We
have revised paragraph (i) of this AD to
include this option for reporting.

Conclusion

We reviewed the relevant data,
considered the comment received, and
determined that air safety and the
public interest require adopting this AD
with the change described previously
and minor editorial changes. We have
determined that these minor changes:

e Are consistent with the intent that
was proposed in the NPRM for
correcting the unsafe condition; and

¢ Do not add any additional burden
upon the public than was already
proposed in the NPRM.

We also determined that this change
will not increase the economic burden
on any operator or increase the scope of
this AD.
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Related Service Information Under 1
CFR Part 51

Airbus has issued the following
service information:

e Airbus Service Bulletin A300-52—
0180, Revision 01, dated October 14,
2014.

e Airbus Service Bulletin A310-52—
2076, Revision 01, dated October 14,
2014.

e Airbus Service Bulletin A300-52—
6084, Revision 01, dated October 16,
2014.

The service information describes
procedures for inspecting the forward
passenger doors on the left- and right-
hand sides to identify the part number,
and for affected doors, inspecting to
identify existing repairs and doing
corrective actions. These documents are
distinct since they apply to different
airplane models. This service

ESTIMATED COSTS

information is reasonably available
because the interested parties have
access to it through their normal course
of business or by the means identified
in the ADDRESSES section.

Costs of Compliance

We estimate that this AD affects 128
airplanes of U.S. registry.

We estimate the following costs to
comply with this AD:

; Cost per Cost on U.S.
Action Labor cost Parts cost product operators
Part number inspection .........cccecevvreeinne. 1 work-hour x $85 per hour = $85 ............. $0 $85 | $10,880.
Reporting for forward passenger door hav- | 1 work-hour x $85 per hour = $85 ............. 0 85 | Up to $10,880.

ing P/N A521-71851-000 or P/N

A521-71851-001.

We estimate the following costs to do
any necessary corrective actions that
will be required based on the results of

the part number inspection. We have no
way of determining the number of

ON-CONDITION COSTS

airplanes that might need these
corrective actions:

: Cost per
Action Labor cost Parts cost product
Detailed iNSPECiON .......cceveeriiiieiceeere e 7 work-hours x $85 per hour = $595 ........c.ccccevvreenenne. $0 $595

We have received no definitive data
that would enable us to provide cost
estimates for other on-condition actions
specified in this AD.

Paperwork Reduction Act

A federal agency may not conduct or
sponsor, and a person is not required to
respond to, nor shall a person be subject
to penalty for failure to comply with a
collection of information subject to the
requirements of the Paperwork
Reduction Act unless that collection of
information displays a current valid
OMB control number. The control
number for the collection of information
required by this AD is 2120—0056. The
paperwork cost associated with this AD
has been detailed in the Costs of
Compliance section of this document
and includes time for reviewing
instructions, as well as completing and
reviewing the collection of information.
Therefore, all reporting associated with
this AD is mandatory. Comments
concerning the accuracy of this burden
and suggestions for reducing the burden
should be directed to the FAA at 800
Independence Ave. SW., Washington,
DC 20591, ATTN: Information
Collection Clearance Officer, AES—200.

Authority for This Rulemaking

Title 49 of the United States Code
specifies the FAA’s authority to issue
rules on aviation safety. Subtitle I,
section 106, describes the authority of
the FAA Administrator. ““Subtitle VII:
Aviation Programs,” describes in more
detail the scope of the Agency’s
authority.

We are issuing this rulemaking under
the authority described in ““Subtitle VII,
Part A, Subpart III, Section 44701:
General requirements.” Under that
section, Congress charges the FAA with
promoting safe flight of civil aircraft in
air commerce by prescribing regulations
for practices, methods, and procedures
the Administrator finds necessary for
safety in air commerce. This regulation
is within the scope of that authority
because it addresses an unsafe condition
that is likely to exist or develop on
products identified in this rulemaking
action.

Regulatory Findings

We determined that this AD will not
have federalism implications under
Executive Order 13132. This AD will
not have a substantial direct effect on
the States, on the relationship between
the national government and the States,
or on the distribution of power and

responsibilities among the various
levels of government.

For the reasons discussed above, I
certify that this AD:

1. Is not a “significant regulatory
action” under Executive Order 12866;

2. Is not a “significant rule” under the
DOT Regulatory Policies and Procedures
(44 FR 11034, February 26, 1979);

3. Will not affect intrastate aviation in
Alaska; and

4. Will not have a significant
economic impact, positive or negative,
on a substantial number of small entities
under the criteria of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39

Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation
safety, Incorporation by reference,
Safety.

Adoption of the Amendment

Accordingly, under the authority
delegated to me by the Administrator,
the FAA amends 14 CFR part 39 as
follows:

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

m 1. The authority citation for part 39
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40113, 44701.
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§39.13 [Amended]

m 2. The FAA amends § 39.13 by adding

the following new airworthiness

directive (AD):

2017-12-06 Airbus: Amendment 39-18921;
Docket No. FAA-2016-9574; Directorate
Identifier 2016—NM-063—AD.

(a) Effective Date
This AD is effective July 25, 2017.

(b) Affected ADs

None.
(c) Applicability

This AD applies to Airbus airplanes
identified in paragraphs (c)(1) through (c)(6)
of this AD, certificated in any category, all
manufacturer serial numbers.

(1) Model A300 B2—-1A, B2—-1C, B2K-3C,
B2-203, B4-2C, B4-103, and B4-203
airplanes.

(2) Model A300 B4-601, B4-603, B4-620,
and B4-622 airplanes.

(3) Model A300 B4—-605R and B4-622R
airplanes.

(4) Model A300 F4-605R and F4-622R
airplanes.

(5) Model A300 C4—605R Variant F
airplanes.

(6) Model A310-203, —204, —221, —222,
—304, —322, —324, and —325 airplanes.

(d) Subject

Air Transport Association (ATA) of
America Code 52, Doors.

(e) Reason

This AD is intended to complete certain
mandated programs intended to support the
airplane reaching its limit of validity (LOV)
of the engineering data that support the
established structural maintenance program.
We are issuing this AD to detect and correct
widespread fatigue damage of the forward
passenger doors, which could result in
reduced structural integrity of the airplane.

(f) Compliance

Comply with this AD within the
compliance times specified, unless already
done.

(g) Parts Identification

Within 36 months after the effective date
of this AD, or before exceeding the applicable
airplane design service goal specified in table
1 to paragraph (g) of this AD, whichever
occurs later: Identify the part number on the
forward passenger doors on the left-hand and
right-hand sides, in accordance with the
Accomplishment Instructions of the
applicable service information identified in
paragraph (g)(1), (g)(2), or (g)(3) of this AD.

(1) Airbus Service Bulletin A300-52—-0180,
Revision 01, dated October 14, 2014 (for
Model A300 airplanes).

(2) Airbus Service Bulletin A300-52—-6084,
Revision 01, dated October 16, 2014 (for
Model A300-600 series airplanes).

(3) Airbus Service Bulletin A310-52—2076,
Revision 01, dated October 14, 2014.

TABLE 1 TO PARAGRAPH (g) OF THIS AD—DESIGN SERVICE GOAL

Airplane model/series

Design service goal flight cycles or flight hours

A300 B2-100, B2-200, B2-320 ...........ceevernennne

A300 B4-100
A300 B4-200
A300 B4-600, B4-600R, F4-600R, C4-600R

A310-200

A310-300

Before the accumulation of 48,000 total flight cycles.

Before the accumulation of 40,000 total flight cycles.

Before the accumulation of 34,000 total flight cycles.

Before the accumulation of 30,000 total flight cycles or 67,500 total
flight hours, whichever occurs first.

Before the accumulation of 40,000 total flight cycles or 60,000 total
flight hours, whichever occurs first.

Before the accumulation of 35,000 total flight cycles or 60,000 total
flight hours, whichever occurs first.

(h) Corrective Actions

(1) For airplanes on which no forward
passenger door having part number (P/N)
A521-71851-000 or P/N A521-71851-001 is
found to be installed, after identifying the
part number as specified in paragraph (g) of
this AD: No further action is required for
these airplanes.

(2) For airplanes on which any forward
passenger door having P/N A521-71851-000
or P/N A521-71851-001 is found to be
installed, after identifying the part number as
specified in paragraph (g) of this AD: Before
further flight, do a detailed inspection of all
frame segment inner flanges of the forward
passenger doors with the affected part
numbers for installed repairs, in accordance
with the Accomplishment Instructions of the
applicable service information identified in
paragraph (g)(1), (g)(2), or (g)(3) of this AD.

(i) For Airbus Model A300 airplanes:
Before further flight, do all applicable
corrective actions, in accordance with the
Accomplishment Instructions of Airbus
Service Bulletin A300-52—-0180, Revision 01,
dated October 14, 2014. Where Airbus
Service Bulletin A300-52—-0180, Revision 01,
dated October 14, 2014, specifies to contact
Airbus for appropriate action, and specifies
that action as “RC” (Required for
Compliance): Before further flight,
accomplish corrective actions in accordance
with the procedures specified in paragraph
(D)(2) of this AD.

(ii) For Airbus Model A310 and A300-600
series airplanes on which the repair principle
A310 Structural Repair Manual (SRM) 52—
10-00, page block (PB) 201, Figure 209, or
A300-600 SRM 52—-10-00, PB 201, Figure
206, as applicable, is not embodied on any
inner flange, no further action is required for
these airplanes.

(iii) For Airbus Model A310 and A300-600
series airplanes on which the repair principle
A310 SRM 52-10-00, PB 201, Figure 209, or
A300-600 SRM 52—-10-00, PB 201, Figure
206, as applicable, is embodied on at least
one inner flange: Before further flight, do all
applicable corrective actions, in accordance
with the Accomplishment Instructions of
Airbus Service Bulletin A300-52—-6084,
Revision 01, dated October 16, 2014; or
Airbus Service Bulletin A310-52—-2076,
Revision 01, dated October 14, 2014; as
applicable. Where Airbus Service Bulletins
A300-52—-6084, Revision 01, dated October
16, 2014; and A310-52—-2076, Revision 01,
dated October 14, 2014; specify to contact
Airbus for appropriate action, and specify
that action as ‘“RC”: Before further flight,
accomplish corrective actions in accordance
with the procedures specified in paragraph
(1)(2) of this AD.

(i) Reporting Requirement

At the applicable time specified in
paragraph (i)(1) or (i)(2) of this AD, report the
results of the inspection required by
paragraph (h)(2) of this AD to Airbus Service

Bulletin Reporting Online Application on
Airbus World (https://w3.airbus.com/), or
submit the results to Airbus using the
reporting sheet provided in the service
information identified in paragraphs (g)(2) or
(g)(3) of this AD, as applicable.

(1) If the inspection was done on or after
the effective date of this AD: Submit the
report within 30 days after the inspection.

(2) If the inspection was done before the
effective date of this AD: Submit the report
within 30 days after the effective date of this
AD.

(j) Parts Installation Limitations

As of the effective date of this AD, no
person may replace a forward passenger door
on any airplane, unless the replacement door
has been inspected in accordance with the
requirements of this AD.

(k) Credit for Previous Actions

This paragraph provides credit for the
actions required by paragraphs (g) and (h) of
this AD, if those actions were performed
before the effective date of this AD using the
applicable service information identified in
paragraph (k)(1), (k)(2), or (k)(3) of this AD.

(1) Airbus Service Bulletin A300-52—-0180,
dated September 23, 2014.

(2) Airbus Service Bulletin A300-52—-6084,
dated September 23, 2014.

(3) Airbus Service Bulletin A310-52—-2076,
dated September 23, 2014.
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(1) Other FAA AD Provisions

The following provisions also apply to this
AD:

(1) Alternative Methods of Compliance
(AMOCs): The Manager, International
Branch, ANM-116, Transport Airplane
Directorate, FAA, has the authority to
approve AMOC:s for this AD, if requested
using the procedures found in 14 CFR 39.19.
In accordance with 14 CFR 39.19, send your
request to your principal inspector or local
Flight Standards District Office, as
appropriate. If sending information directly
to the manager of the International Branch,
send it to the attention of the person
identified in paragraph (m)(2) of this AD.
Information may be emailed to: 9-ANM-116-
AMOC-REQUESTS@faa.gov. Before using
any approved AMOC, notify your appropriate
principal inspector, or lacking a principal
inspector, the manager of the local flight
standards district office/certificate holding
district office.

(2) Contacting the Manufacturer: For any
requirement in this AD to obtain corrective
actions from a manufacturer, the action must
be accomplished using a method approved
by the Manager, International Branch, ANM-
116, Transport Airplane Directorate, FAA; or
the European Aviation Safety Agency
(EASA); or Airbus’s EASA Design
Organization Approval (DOA). If approved by
the DOA, the approval must include the
DOA-authorized signature.

(3) Reporting Requirements: A federal
agency may not conduct or sponsor, and a
person is not required to respond to, nor
shall a person be subject to a penalty for
failure to comply with a collection of
information subject to the requirements of
the Paperwork Reduction Act unless that
collection of information displays a current
valid OMB Control Number. The OMB
Control Number for this information
collection is 2120-0056. Public reporting for
this collection of information is estimated to
be approximately 5 minutes per response,
including the time for reviewing instructions,
completing and reviewing the collection of
information. All responses to this collection
of information are mandatory. Comments
concerning the accuracy of this burden and
suggestions for reducing the burden should
be directed to the FAA at: 800 Independence
Ave. SW., Washington, DC 20591, Attn:
Information Collection Clearance Officer,
AES-200.

(4) Required for Compliance (RC): If any
service information contains procedures or
tests that are identified as RC, those
procedures and tests must be done to comply
with this AD; any procedures or tests that are
not identified as RC are recommended. Those
procedures and tests that are not identified
as RC may be deviated from using accepted
methods in accordance with the operator’s
maintenance or inspection program without
obtaining approval of an AMOGC, provided
the procedures and tests identified as RC can
be done and the airplane can be put back in
an airworthy condition. Any substitutions or
changes to procedures or tests identified as
RC require approval of an AMOC.

(m) Related Information

(1) Refer to Mandatory Continuing
Airworthiness Information (MCAI) EASA

Airworthiness Directive 2016—0079, dated
April 21, 2016, for related information. This
MCAI may be found in the AD docket on the
Internet at http://www.regulations.gov by
searching for and locating Docket No. FAA—
2016-9574.

(2) For more information about this AD,
contact Dan Rodina, Aerospace Engineer,
International Branch, ANM-116, Transport
Airplane Directorate, FAA, 1601 Lind
Avenue SW., Renton, WA 98057—-3356;
telephone: 425-227-2125; fax: 425-227—
1149.

(3) Service information identified in this
AD that is not incorporated by reference is
available at the addresses specified in
paragraphs (n)(3) and (n)(4) of this AD.

(n) Material Incorporated by Reference

(1) The Director of the Federal Register
approved the incorporation by reference
(IBR) of the service information listed in this
paragraph under 5 U.S.C. 552(a) and 1 CFR
part 51.

(2) You must use this service information
as applicable to do the actions required by
this AD, unless this AD specifies otherwise.

(i) Airbus Service Bulletin A300-52—-0180,
Revision 01, dated October 14, 2014.

(i1) Airbus Service Bulletin A300-52—-6084,
Revision 01, dated October 16, 2014.

(iii) Airbus Service Bulletin A310-52—
2076, Revision 01, dated October 14, 2014.

(3) For service information identified in
this AD, contact Airbus SAS, Airworthiness
Office—EAW, 1 Rond Point Maurice
Bellonte, 31707 Blagnac Cedex, France;
telephone: +33 5 61 93 36 96; fax: +33 5 61
93 44 51; email: account.airworth-eas@
airbus.com; Internet: http://www.airbus.com.

(4) You may view this service information
at the FAA, Transport Airplane Directorate,
1601 Lind Avenue SW., Renton, WA. For
information on the availability of this
material at the FAA, call 425-227-1221.

(5) You may view this service information
that is incorporated by reference at the
National Archives and Records
Administration (NARA). For information on
the availability of this material at NARA, call
202-741-6030, or go to: http://
www.archives.gov/federal-register/cfr/ibr-
locations.html.

Issued in Renton, Washington, on June 2,
2017.
Michael Kaszycki,

Acting Manager, Transport Airplane
Directorate, Aircraft Certification Service.

[FR Doc. 2017-12286 Filed 6-19-17; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. FAA-2015-3148; Directorate
Identifier 2014-NM-254-AD; Amendment
39-18928; AD 2017-12-13]

RIN 2120-AA64

Airworthiness Directives; Airbus
Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), Department of
Transportation (DOT).

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: We are adopting a new
airworthiness directive (AD) for certain
Airbus Model A320-212, -214, —232,
and —233 airplanes. This AD was
prompted by a report of a crack found
during an inspection of the pocket
radius of the fuselage frame. This AD
requires repetitive low frequency eddy
current inspections or repetitive high
frequency eddy current inspections of
this area, and repair if necessary. The
repair terminates the repetitive
inspections. We are issuing this AD to
address the unsafe condition on these
products.

DATES: This AD becomes effective July
25, 2017.

The Director of the Federal Register
approved the incorporation by reference
of a certain publication listed in this AD
as of July 25, 2017.

ADDRESSES: For service information
identified in this final rule, contact
Airbus, Airworthiness Office—EIAS, 1
Rond Point Maurice Bellonte, 31707
Blagnac Cedex, France; telephone +33 5
61 93 36 96; fax +33 5 61 93 44 51; email
account.airworth-eas@airbus.com;
Internet http://www.airbus.com. You
may view this referenced service
information at the FAA, Transport
Airplane Directorate, 1601 Lind Avenue
SW., Renton, WA. For information on
the availability of this material at the
FAA, call 425-227-1221. It is also
available on the Internet at http://
www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating Docket No. FAA-2015—
3148.

Examining the AD Docket

You may examine the AD docket on
the Internet at http://
www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating Docket No. FAA-2015—
3148; or in person at the Docket
Management Facility between 9 a.m.
and 5 p.m., Monday through Friday,
except Federal holidays. The AD docket
contains this AD, the regulatory
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evaluation, any comments received, and
other information. The street address for
the Docket Office (telephone 800-647—
5527) is Docket Management Facility,
U.S. Department of Transportation,
Docket Operations, M—30, West
Building Ground Floor, Room W12-140,
1200 New Jersey Avenue SE.,
Washington, DC 20590.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Sanjay Ralhan, Aerospace Engineer,
International Branch, ANM-116,
Transport Airplane Directorate, FAA,
1601 Lind Avenue SW., Renton, WA
98057-3356; telephone 425-227-1405;
fax 425-227-1149.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Discussion

We issued a notice of proposed
rulemaking (NPRM) to amend 14 CFR
part 39 by adding an AD that would
apply to Airbus Model A320-212, -214,
—232, and —233 airplanes. The NPRM
published in the Federal Register on
August 27, 2015 (80 FR 51968) (‘‘the
NPRM”).

The European Aviation Safety Agency
(EASA), which is the Technical Agent
for the Member States of the European
Union, has issued EASA Airworthiness
Directive 2014—0278, dated December
19, 2014 (referred to after this as the
Mandatory Continuing Airworthiness
Information, or “the MCAI”’), to correct
an unsafe condition for certain Airbus
Model A320-212, —214, —232, and —233
airplanes. The MCAI states:

An operator reported finding a crack
during an inspection in accordance with the
instructions of Airbus Alert Operators
Transmission (AOT) A53N007—14. What was
found, a 170 mm through-thickness crack in
the pocket radius between frame 36 and 37
above stringer 6 on left hand (LH) side lap
joint, was not the aim of the AOT inspection.
Prior to this finding, the operator reported
noise in the affected area during several
weeks.

This condition, if not detected and
corrected, could lead to in-flight
decompression of the aeroplane, possibly
resulting in injury to occupants.

To address this unsafe condition, Airbus
published AOT A53N009-14 to provide
inspection and repair instructions to detect
and prevent crack propagation.

EASA decided to agree on a sampling
inspection to determine whether additional
aeroplanes need to be inspected.

For the reasons described above, this
[EASA] AD requires, for the selected
aeroplanes, repetitive Low Frequency Eddy
Current (LFEC) or High Frequency Eddy
Current (HFEC) inspections of the pocket

radii [for cracks] located between fuselage
frames 35 and 40, above stringer 6 on both
LH and right hand (RH) sides and, depending
on findings, accomplishment of repair
instructions.

This [EASA] AD is considered an interim
action and further [EASA] AD action may
follow.

You may examine the MCAI in the
AD docket on the Internet at http://
www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating Docket No. FAA-2015—
3148.

Comments

We gave the public the opportunity to
participate in developing this AD. We
have considered the comment received.
The following presents the comment
received on the NPRM and the FAA’s
response.

Request To Withdraw the Proposed
Rule

Delta (DAL) requested that we
withdraw the proposed rule. DAL
commented that a review of the
manufacturing records for the cracked
skin panel noted rework in the
discrepant area, which could have
contributed to cracking. DAL also stated
that the effectivity specified in Airbus
AOT A53N009-14, dated December 17,
2014, was limited to airplanes fitted
with reworked panels and manufactured
with the same chemical milling process.
DAL commented that, in addition, there
were scratch-like indications near the
cracked area which may have been due
to the manufacturing process. DAL
stated that further research is in work
with nothing confirmed.

DAL stated since the issuance of
Airbus AOT A53N009-14, dated
December 17, 2014, all 7 applicable
airplanes mentioned in the proposed
rule have completed the initial
inspections with no findings. DAL
stated that over half the airplanes were
inspected from the inside using the
HFEC inspection, which is capable of
detecting very small cracks. DAL also
commented that the inspection results
have been provided to Airbus for
review. DAL also stated that Airbus
conducted a study that showed an
undetected crack would not result in an
explosive decompression but rather a
partial opening of the skin causing
flapping with a slow loss of cabin
pressure. DAL noted that further testing
is in work to determine what final
action, if any, is required.

DAL also stated that EASA is
considering cancellation of AD 2014—
0278, dated December 19, 2014, pending
the outcome of the investigations.

DAL stated that the proposed rule is
premature and should be cancelled
based on the available data and recent
inspection results.

We disagree with the commenter’s
request. The EASA, as the State of
Design Authority for Airbus products,
has determined an unsafe conditions
exists after conducting a risk analysis.
We agree with the EASA’s risk
assessment and their decision to
mitigate the risk by mandating the
actions required in this AD. EASA has
not determined that cancellation of AD
2014-0278, dated December 19, 2014, is
warranted. However, if new information
becomes available to justify revising or
removing this AD, we will consider
further rulemaking. We have not
changed this AD in this regard.

Conclusion

We reviewed the relevant data,
considered the comment received, and
determined that air safety and the
public interest require adopting this AD
as proposed, except for minor editorial
changes. We have determined that these
minor changes:

e Are consistent with the intent that
was proposed in the NPRM for
correcting the unsafe condition; and

¢ Do not add any additional burden
upon the public than was already
proposed in the NPRM.

Related Service Information Under 1
CFR Part 51

We reviewed Airbus AOT A53N009-
14, Rev 00, dated December 17, 2014.
The service information describes
procedures for repetitive inspections of
the pocket radii located between
fuselage frames 35 and 40, above
stringer 6 on both the left- and right-
hand sides, and repair if necessary. This
service information is reasonably
available because the interested parties
have access to it through their normal
course of business or by the means
identified in the ADDRESSES section.

Costs of Compliance

We estimate that this AD affects 1
airplane of U.S. registry.

We estimate the following costs to
comply with this AD:
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ESTIMATED COSTS
: Cost per Cost on U.S.
Action Labor cost Parts cost product operators
Inspection .........cceeeuennne 3 work-hours x $85 per hour = $255 per inspec- $0 | $255 per inspection $255 per inspection

tion cycle.

cycle.

cycle.

We have received no definitive data
that will enable us to provide cost
estimates for the on-condition actions
specified in this AD.

Authority for This Rulemaking

Title 49 of the United States Code
specifies the FAA’s authority to issue
rules on aviation safety. Subtitle I,
section 106, describes the authority of
the FAA Administrator. “Subtitle VII:
Aviation Programs,” describes in more
detail the scope of the Agency’s
authority.

We are issuing this rulemaking under
the authority described in “Subtitle VII,
Part A, Subpart III, Section 44701:
General requirements.”” Under that
section, Congress charges the FAA with
promoting safe flight of civil aircraft in
air commerce by prescribing regulations
for practices, methods, and procedures
the Administrator finds necessary for
safety in air commerce. This regulation
is within the scope of that authority
because it addresses an unsafe condition
that is likely to exist or develop on
products identified in this rulemaking
action.

Regulatory Findings

We determined that this AD will not
have federalism implications under
Executive Order 13132. This AD will
not have a substantial direct effect on
the States, on the relationship between
the national government and the States,
or on the distribution of power and
responsibilities among the various
levels of government.

For the reasons discussed above, I
certify that this AD:

1. Is not a “significant regulatory
action” under Executive Order 12866;

2.Is not a “significant rule” under the
DOT Regulatory Policies and Procedures
(44 FR 11034, February 26, 1979);

3. Will not affect intrastate aviation in
Alaska; and

4. Will not have a significant
economic impact, positive or negative,
on a substantial number of small entities
under the criteria of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39

Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation
safety, Incorporation by reference,
Safety.

Adoption of the Amendment

Accordingly, under the authority
delegated to me by the Administrator,
the FAA amends 14 CFR part 39 as
follows:

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

m 1. The authority citation for part 39
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40113, 44701.

§39.13 [Amended]

m 2. The FAA amends § 39.13 by adding
the following new airworthiness
directive (AD):

2017-12-13 Airbus: Amendment 39-18928;
Docket No. FAA-2015-3148; Directorate
Identifier 2014—NM-254—AD.

(a) Effective Date
This AD becomes effective July 25, 2017.

(b) Affected ADs

None.
(c) Applicability

This AD applies to the Airbus Model
A320-212 airplane having manufacturer
serial number (MSN) 1011; Airbus Model
A320-214 airplanes having MSNs 1009, 1026
and 1030; the Airbus Model A320-232
airplane having MSN 0977; and Airbus
Model A320-233 airplanes having MSNs
1007 and 1013; certificated in any category.

(d) Subject

Air Transport Association (ATA) of
America Code 53, Fuselage.

(e) Reason

This AD was prompted by a report of a
crack found during an inspection of the
pocket radius of the fuselage frame. We are
issuing this AD to detect and correct any
cracking of the pocket radius, which could
lead to in-flight decompression of the
airplane and possible injury to the
passengers.

() Compliance

Comply with this AD within the
compliance times specified, unless already
done.

(g) Repetitive Inspections

Within 750 flight cycles or 4 months,
whichever occurs first after the effective date
of this AD: Do a low frequency eddy current
(LFEC) inspection or a high frequency eddy
current (HFEC) inspection for cracking of the
pocket radii located between fuselage frames
35 and 40, above stringer 6 on both the left-
and right-hand sides, in accordance with the

instructions of Airbus Alert Operators
Transmission (AOT) A53N009-14, Rev 00,
dated December 17, 2014. Repeat the
inspection, thereafter, at intervals not to
exceed the times specified in paragraphs
(g)(1) and (g)(2) of this AD.

(1) For the LFEC inspection performed on
the outside: Repeat the inspection at intervals
not to exceed 1,000 flight cycles.

(2) For the HFEC inspection performed on
the inside: Repeat the inspection at intervals
not to exceed 2,000 flight cycles.

(h) Corrective Action

If, during any inspection required by
paragraph (g) of this AD, any crack is found,
before further flight, accomplish the repair in
accordance with the instructions of Airbus
AQOT A53N009-14, Rev 00, dated December
17, 2014; except if the crack is beyond the
structural repair manual limits as specified in
Airbus AOT A53N009-14, Rev 00, dated
December 17, 2014, before further flight,
repair using a method approved by the
Manager, International Branch, ANM-116,
Transport Airplane Directorate, FAA; or the
European Aviation Safety Agency (EASA); or
Airbus’s EASA Design Organization
Approval (DOA).

(i) Terminating Action

Repair of an airplane as required by
paragraph (h) of this AD terminates the
repetitive inspections required by paragraph
(g) of this AD for the repaired area only.

(j) Other FAA AD Provisions

The following provisions also apply to this
AD:

(1) Alternative Methods of Compliance
(AMOCs): The Manager, International
Branch, ANM-116, FAA, has the authority to
approve AMOCs for this AD, if requested
using the procedures found in 14 CFR 39.19.
In accordance with 14 CFR 39.19, send your
request to your principal inspector or local
Flight Standards District Office, as
appropriate. If sending information directly
to the International Branch, send it to the
attention of the person identified in
paragraph (k)(2) of this AD. Information may
be emailed to: 9-ANM-116-AMOC-
REQUESTS@faa.gov. Before using any
approved AMOG, notify your appropriate
principal inspector, or lacking a principal
inspector, the manager of the local flight
standards district office/certificate holding
district office.

(2) Contacting the Manufacturer: For any
requirement in this AD to obtain corrective
actions from a manufacturer, the action must
be accomplished using a method approved
by the Manager, International Branch, ANM-
116, Transport Airplane Directorate, FAA; or
the EASA; or Airbus’s EASA DOA. If
approved by the DOA, the approval must
include the DOA-authorized signature.
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(k) Related Information

(1) Refer to Mandatory Continuing
Airworthiness Information (MCAI) EASA
Airworthiness Directive 2014—-0278, dated
December 19, 2014, for related information.
This MCAI may be found in the AD docket
on the Internet at http://www.regulations.gov
by searching for and locating Docket No.
FAA-2015-3148.

(2) For more information about this AD,
contact Sanjay Ralhan, Aerospace Engineer,
International Branch, ANM—116, Transport
Airplane Directorate, FAA, 1601 Lind
Avenue SW., Renton, WA 98057-3356;
telephone 425-227-1405; fax 425-227-1149.

(1) Material Incorporated by Reference

(1) The Director of the Federal Register
approved the incorporation by reference
(IBR) of the service information listed in this
paragraph under 5 U.S.C. 552(a) and 1 CFR
part 51.

(2) You must use this service information
as applicable to do the actions required by
this AD, unless this AD specifies otherwise.

(i) Airbus Alert Operators Transmission
A53N009-14, Rev 00, dated December 17,
2014.

(ii) Reserved.

(3) For service information identified in
this AD, contact Airbus, Airworthiness
Office—EIAS, 1 Rond Point Maurice
Bellonte, 31707 Blagnac Cedex, France;
telephone +33 5 61 93 36 96; fax +33 5 61
93 44 51; email account.airworth-eas@
airbus.com; Internet http://www.airbus.com.

(4) You may view this service information
at the FAA, Transport Airplane Directorate,
1601 Lind Avenue SW., Renton, WA. For
information on the availability of this
material at the FAA, call 425-227-1221.

(5) You may view this service information
that is incorporated by reference at the
National Archives and Records
Administration (NARA). For information on
the availability of this material at NARA, call
202-741-6030, or go to: http://
www.archives.gov/federal-register/cfr/ibr-
locations.html.

Issued in Renton, Washington, on June 6,
2017.
Michael Kaszycki,

Acting Manager, Transport Airplane
Directorate, Aircraft Certification Service.

[FR Doc. 2017-12289 Filed 6-19-17; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 71

[Docket No. FAA-2016-8944; Airspace
Docket No. 16—-AGL-21]

Amendment of and Establishment of
Air Traffic Service (ATS) Routes;
Northcentral United States

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This action modifies one jet
route (J-25) and five VHF
Omnidirectional Range (VOR) Federal
airways (V-55, V=82, V-161, V-218,
and V—413), and establishes three Area
Navigation (RNAV) T-routes (T-330, T—
354, and T—383) in the northcentral
United States. The FAA is taking this
action due to the planned
decommissioning of the Brainerd, MN
(BRD), VHF Omnidirectional Range/
Tactical Air Navigation (VORTAC)
navigation aid (NAVAID), which
provides navigation guidance for
portions of the ATS routes amended by
this action. The RNAV T-routes
established by this action mitigate
potential issues to the National Airspace
System (NAS) route structure caused by
the Jet route and VOR Federal airway
amendments. This action enhances the
safe and efficient management of aircraft
operating within the NAS.

DATES: Effective date 0901 UTC, August
17, 2017.

The Director of the Federal Register
approves this incorporation by reference
action under Title 1, Code of Federal
Regulations, part 51, subject to the
annual revision of FAA Order 7400.11
and publication of conforming
amendments.

ADDRESSES: FAA Order 7400.11A,
Airspace Designations and Reporting
Points, and subsequent amendments can
be viewed online at http://www.faa.gov/
air_traffic/publications/. For further
information, you can contact the
Airspace Policy Group, Federal Aviation
Administration, 800 Independence
Avenue SW., Washington, DC 20591;
telephone: (202) 267-8783. The Order is
also available for inspection at the
National Archives and Records
Administration (NARA). For
information on the availability of FAA
Order 7400.11A at NARA, call (202)
741-6030, or go to http://
www.archives.gov/federal register/
code of federal-regulations/ibr_
locations.html.

FAA Order 7400.11, Airspace
Designations and Reporting Points, is
published yearly and effective on
September 15.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Colby Abbott, Airspace Policy Group,
Office of Airspace Services, Federal
Aviation Administration, 800
Independence Avenue SW.,
Washington, DC 20591; telephone: (202)
267-8783.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Authority for This Rulemaking

The FAA’s authority to issue rules
regarding aviation safety is found in
Title 49 of the United States Code.

Subtitle I, Section 106 describes the
authority of the FAA Administrator.
Subtitle VII, Aviation Programs,
describes in more detail the scope of the
agency’s authority. This rulemaking is
promulgated under the authority
described in Subtitle VII, Part A,
Subpart I, Section 40103. Under that
section, the FAA is charged with
prescribing regulations to assign the use
of the airspace necessary to ensure the
safety of aircraft and the efficient use of
airspace. This regulation is within the
scope of that authority as it modifies the
NAS route structure as necessary to
preserve the safe and efficient flow of
air traffic within the NAS.

History

On January 19, 2017, the FAA
published in the Federal Register a
notice of proposed rulemaking (NPRM)
(82 FR 6353), Docket No. FAA-2016—
8944, to amend Jet route J-25; amend
VOR Federal airways V-55, V-82, V—
161, V-218, and V—413; and establish
RNAYV T-routes T-330, T-354, and T—
383 due to the planned
decommissioning of the Brainerd
VORTAC. Interested parties were
invited to participate in this rulemaking
effort by submitting written comments
on the proposal. One comment was
received.

Discussion of Comments

The commenter stated that the NPRM
listed only the regulatory body
[aeronautical] changes in the proposal
and that an additional study to be
conducted was an environmental
impact study. The commenter stated the
only environmental concerns would be
any potential for aircraft noise changes
in the affected areas, due to the
changing routes, and the associated
impact to the local populace and/or
wildlife, depending on the degree of the
changes. The FAA completed an
environmental review of the ATS route
amendments and RNAV route
establishments in this action and
determined that this action qualifies for
categorical exclusion from further
environmental impact review actions
under the National Environmental
Policy Act in accordance with FAA
Order 1050.1F, Environmental Impacts:
Policies and Procedures, paragraph 5—
6.5a. This airspace action is not
expected to cause any potentially
significant environmental impacts and
no extraordinary circumstances exist
that warrant preparation of an
environmental assessment or
environmental impact study.

Jet routes are published in paragraph
2004, VOR Federal airways are
published in paragraph 6010(a), and
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United States Area Navigation Routes
(low altitude T-routes) are published in
paragraph 6011, of FAA Order 7400.11A
dated August 3, 2016, and effective
September 15, 2016, which is
incorporated by reference in 14 CFR
71.1. The Jet routes, VOR Federal
airways, and RNAV T-routes listed in
this document will be subsequently
published in the Order.

Availability and Summary of
Documents for Incorporation by
Reference

This document amends FAA Order
7400.11A, Airspace Designations and
Reporting Points, dated August 3, 2016,
and effective September 15, 2016. FAA
Order 7400.11A is publicly available as
listed in the ADDRESSES section of this
document. FAA Order 7400.11A lists
Class A, B, G, D, and E airspace areas,
air traffic service routes, and reporting
points.

The Rule

The FAA is amending Title 14, Code
of Federal Regulations (14 CFR) part 71
to modify Jet route J-25 and VOR
Federal airways V-55, V=82, V-161, V-
218, and V-413, and to establish RNAV
T-Routes T—330, T—354, and T—383.
These actions are necessary due to the
planned decommissioning of the
Brainerd VORTAC.

The Jet route and VOR Federal airway
changes are outlined below.

J-25:]-25 extends between the
intersection of the United States/Mexico
border and Brownsville, TX, VORTAC
221° radial and the Winnipeg, MB,
Canada, VORTAC. The route segment
between the Gopher, MN, VORTAC and
the Winnipeg, MB, Canada, VORTAC is
removed. The unaffected portions of the
route remain as charted.

V-55: V=55 extends between the
Dayton, OH, VOR and the Bismarck,
ND, VOR. The airway segment between
the Siren, WI, VOR and the Park Rapids,
MN, VOR is removed. The unaffected
portions of the airway remain as
charted.

V-82: V-82 extends between the
Baudette, MN, VOR and the Dells, WI,
VORTAG. The airway segment between
the intersection of the Baudette, MN,
VOR 194° and Brainerd, MN, VORTAC
331° radials (the BLUOX fix) and the
Gopher, MN, VORTAC is removed.
Additionally, the BLUOX fix is
redefined in its existing location using
radials from the Baudette, MN, VOR and
the Park Rapids, MN, VOR. The
unaffected portions of the airway
remain as charted.

V-161: V-161 extends between the
Three Rivers, TX, VOR and the
Winnipeg, MB, Canada, VORTAC. The

airway segment between the Gopher,
MN, VORTAC and the Grand Rapids,
MN, VOR is removed. Additionally, the
airway segment between the Grand
Rapids, MN, VOR and the International
Falls, MN, VORTAC is re-designated as
part of V-218. The unaffected portions
of the airway remain as charted.

V-218:V-218 extends between the
Grand Rapids, MN, VOR and the
Lansing, MI, VORTAC. The V-161
airway segment noted previously
between the Grand Rapids, MN, VOR
and the International Falls, MN,
VORTAC is added to V-218.

V—413: V—-413 extends between the
Ironwood, MI, VORTAC and Brainerd,
MN, VORTAC. The airway segment
between the Gopher, MN, VORTAC and

the Brainerd, MN, VORTAC is removed.

The unaffected portion of the airway
remains as charted. Additionally, the
airway description for the amended
airway is reversed to reflect the airway
segments in a south to north order
consistent with odd numbered ATS
route criteria.

The RNAV T-routes being established
are outlined below.

T-330: T-330 is established between
the Grand Forks, MN, VOR and the
Gopher, MN, VORTAC. This T-route
mitigates the loss of the V-55 and V-
413 airway segments addressed
previously, and provides RNAV T-route
capability and connectivity with a more
direct routing between the Grand Forks,
ND, and Minneapolis, MN, terminal
areas.

T-354: T—-354 is established between
the Park Rapids, MN, VOR and the
Siren, WI, VOR. This T-route mitigates
the loss of the V-55 airway segment
addressed previously.

T-383: T-383 is established between
the Gopher, MN, VORTAC and the
BLUOX fix that is being redefined in its
existing location using radials from the
Baudette, MN, VOR and the Park
Rapids, MN, VOR. This T-route
mitigates the loss of the V-82 and V-
413 airway segments addressed
previously.

All radials listed in the route
descriptions below are stated relative to
True north.

Regulatory Notices and Analyses

The FAA has determined that this
regulation only involves an established
body of technical regulations for which
frequent and routine amendments are
necessary to keep them operationally
current. It, therefore: (1) Is not a
“significant regulatory action”” under
Executive Order 12866; (2) is not a
“significant rule”” under Department of
Transportation (DOT) Regulatory
Policies and Procedures (44 FR 11034;

February 26, 1979); and (3) does not
warrant preparation of a regulatory
evaluation as the anticipated impact is
so minimal. Since this is a routine
matter that will only affect air traffic
procedures and air navigation, it is
certified that this proposed rule, when
promulgated, will not have a significant
economic impact on a substantial
number of small entities under the
criteria of the Regulatory Flexibility Act.

Environmental Review

The FAA has determined that this
action of modifying one Jet route and
five VOR Federal airways, and
establishing three RNAV T-routes
qualifies for categorical exclusion under
the National Environmental Policy Act
and its implementing regulations at 40
CFR part 1500, and in accordance with
FAA Order 1050.1F, Environmental
Impacts: Policies and Procedures,
Paragraph 5-6.5a categorically excludes
from further environmental impact
review rulemaking actions that
designate or modify classes of airspace
areas, airways, routes, and reporting
points (see 14 CFR part 71, Designation
of Class A, B, C, D, and E Airspace
Areas; Air Traffic Service Routes; and
Reporting Points). Therefore, this action
is not expected to cause any significant
environmental impacts. In accordance
with FAA Order 1050.1F, paragraph 5—
2 regarding Extraordinary
Circumstances, the FAA has reviewed
this action for factors and circumstances
in which a normally categorically
excluded action may have a significant
environmental impact requiring further
analysis. The FAA determined that no
extraordinary circumstances exist that
warrant preparation of an
environmental assessment or
environmental impact study.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 71

Airspace, Incorporation by reference,
Navigation (air).

Adoption of the Amendment

In consideration of the foregoing, the
Federal Aviation Administration
amends 14 CFR part 71 as follows:

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF CLASS A,
B, C, D, AND E AIRSPACE AREAS; AIR
TRAFFIC SERVICE ROUTES; AND
REPORTING POINTS

m 1. The authority citation for part 71
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(f), 106(g); 40103,
40113, 40120; E.O. 10854, 24 FR 9565, 3 CFR,
1959-1963 Comp., p. 389.
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§71.1 [Amended]

m 2. The incorporation by reference in
14 CFR 71.1 of FAA Order 7400.11A,
Airspace Designations and Reporting
Points, dated August 3, 2016 and
effective September 15, 2016, is
amended as follows:

Paragraph 2004 Jet Routes.

* * * * *

J-25 [Amended]

From INT United States/Mexico border and
Brownsville, TX, 221° radial; Brownsville;
INT Brownsville 358° and Corpus Christi,
TX, 178° radials; Corpus Christi; INT Corpus
Christi 311° and San Antonio, TX, 174°
radials; San Antonio; Centex, TX; Waco, TX;
Ranger, TX; Tulsa, OK; Kansas City, MO; Des
Moines, IA; Mason City, IA; to Gopher, MN.

* * * * *

Paragraph 6010 Domestic VOR Federal
Airways.
* * * * *

V-55 [Amended]

From Dayton, OH; Fort Wayne, IN; Goshen,
IN; Gipper, MI; Keeler, MI; Pullman, MI;
Muskegon, MI; INT Muskegon 327° and
Green Bay, W1, 116° radials; Green Bay;
Stevens Point, WI; INT Stevens Point 281°
and Eau Claire, WI, 107° radials; Eau Claire;
to Siren, WI. From Park Rapids, MN; Grand
Forks, ND; INT Grand Forks 239° and
Bismarck, ND, 067° radials; to Bismarck.

* * * * *

V-82 [Amended]

From Baudette, MN; to INT Baudette 194°
and Park Rapids, MN, 003° radials. From
Gopher, MN; Farmington, MN; Rochester,
MN; Nodine, MN; to Dells, WI.

* * * * *

V-161 [Amended]

From Three Rivers, TX; Center Point, TX;
Llano, TX; INT Llano 026° and Millsap, TX,
193° radials; Millsap; Bowie, TX; Ardmore,
OK; Okmulgee, OK; Tulsa, OK; Oswego, KS;
Butler, MO; Napoleon, MO; Lamoni, IA; Des

T-330 Grand Forks, ND (GFK) to Gopher, MN (GEP) [New]

Grand Forks, VOR/DME (Lat. 47°57°17.39” N., long.
ND (GFK)
BYZIN, ND WP (Lat. 47°29'03.97” N., long.
TAMMR, MN WP (Lat. 46°53'33.48” N., long.
WATAM, MN  FIX (Lat. 46°25’52.91” N., long.
MAFLN, MN WP (Lat. 46°02°22.73” N., long.
DAYLE, MN FIX (Lat. 45°37°24.75” N., long.
Gopher, MN VORTAC (Lat. 45°08’44.47” N., long.
(GEP)
* * * * *

T-354 Park Rapids, MN (PKD) to Siren, WI (RZN) [New]

Park Rapids, VOR/DME (Lat. 46°53'53.34” N., long.
MN (PKD)
BRNRD, MN WP (Lat. 46°20'53.81” N., long.
Siren, WI VOR/DME (Lat. 45°49'13.60” N., long.
(RZN)
* * * * *

T-383 Gopher, MN (GEP) to BLUOX, MN [New]

Gopher, MN VORTAC (Lat. 45°08’44.47” N., long.
(GEP)
BRNRD, MN WP (Lat. 46°20'53.81” N., long.
BLUOX, MN FIX (Lat. 47°34’33.13” N, long.
* * * * *

Issued in Washington, DC, on June 13,
2017.

Rodger A. Dean Jr.,

Manager, Airspace Policy Group.

[FR Doc. 2017-12713 Filed 6-19-17; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 71
[Docket No. FAA-2016-9476; Airspace
Docket No. 16-AWP-28]

Establishment of Class E Airspace,
Sacramento, CA

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This action establishes Class
E en route airspace extending upward
from 1,200 feet above the surface to
accommodate instrument flight rules
(IFR) aircraft under control of the
Oakland Air Route Traffic Control

Moines, IA; Mason City, IA; Rochester, MN;
Farmington, MN; to Gopher, MN. From
International Falls, MN; to Winnipeg, MB,
Canada, excluding the airspace within
Canada.

* * * * *

V-218 [Amended]

From International Falls, MN; Grand
Rapids, MN; Gopher, MN; Waukon, IA; to
Rockford, IL. From Keeler, MI; to Lansing,
MI.

* * * * *

V-413 [Amended]

From Gopher, MN; INT Gopher 109° and
Eau Claire, WI, 269° radials; Eau Claire; to
Ironwood, MI.

* * * * *

Paragraph 6011 United States Area
Navigation Routes.

* * * * *

097°11°07.33” W.)
096°13'28.09” W.
095°42/56.42” W.
095°09'06.92” W.

093°55'34.20” W.

)
)
)
094°37°21.86” W.)
)
093°22'23.45” W.)

095°04'15.21” W.)

094°01'33.54” W.)
092°22°28.26” W.)

093°22°23.45” W.)

094°01’33.54” W.)
095°01'29.11” W.)

*

Center (ARTCC), centered near
Sacramento, CA. Establishment of this
airspace area is necessary to ensure
controlled airspace exists in those areas
where the Federal airway structure is
inadequate.

DATES: Effective 0901 UTC, August 17,
2017. The Director of the Federal
Register approves this incorporation by
reference action under Title 1, Code of
Federal Regulations, part 51, subject to
the annual revision of FAA Order
7400.11 and publication of conforming
amendments.

ADDRESSES: FAA Order 7400.11A,
Airspace Designations and Reporting
Points, and subsequent amendments can
be viewed online at http://www.faa.gov/
air_traffic/publications/. For further
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information, you can contact the
Airspace Policy Group, Federal Aviation
Administration, 800 Independence
Avenue SW., Washington, DC, 20591;
telephone: (202) 267—8783. The Order is
also available for inspection at the
National Archives and Records
Administration (NARA). For
information on the availability of this
material at NARA, call (202) 741-6030,
or go to http://www.archives.gov/
federal register/code of federal-
regulations/ibr locations.html.

FAA Order 7400.11, Airspace
Designations and Reporting Points, is
published yearly and effective on
September 15.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Tom
Clark, Federal Aviation Administration,
Operations Support Group, Western
Service Center, 1601 Lind Avenue SW.,
Renton, WA, 98057; telephone (425)
203—4511.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Authority for This Rulemaking

The FAA’s authority to issue rules
regarding aviation safety is found in
Title 49 of the United States Code.
Subtitle I, Section 106 describes the
authority of the FAA Administrator.
Subtitle VII, Aviation Programs,
describes in more detail the scope of the
agency’s authority. This rulemaking is
promulgated under the authority
described in Subtitle VII, Part A,
Subpart I, Section 40103. Under that
section, the FAA is charged with
prescribing regulations to assign the use
of airspace necessary to ensure the
safety of aircraft and the efficient use of
airspace. This regulation is within the
scope of that authority as it establishes
Class E en route airspace at the Oakland
ARTCC, centered near Sacramento, CA,
to ensure controlled airspace exists in
those areas where the Federal airway
structure is inadequate.

History

On March 13, 2017, the FAA
published a notice of proposed
rulemaking in the Federal Register (82
FR 13407) Docket No. FAA-2016—9476
to establish Class E en route airspace
extending upward from 1,200 feet above
the surface at Oakland Air Route Traffic
Control Center, near Sacramento, CA.
Interested parties were invited to
participate in this rulemaking effort by
submitting written comments on the
proposal to the FAA. Three comments
were received supporting the proposal;
one from an anonymous commenter and
two from Wally Roberts on behalf of the
National Business Aviation Association
(NBAA).

Discussion of Comments

Two comments were received
supporting the proposed action. One
commenter, in a separate comment,
noted a small portion of Class E airspace
upward from 5,000 feet mean sea level
near the Hunter MOA was excluded
from the proposed area. The FAA
discovered a typographical error on one
geographic coordinate in the proposed
airspace legal description caused this
exclusion (lat. 36°45’00” N., instead of
lat. 35°45’00” N.). Also, the FAA
determined the western edge of the
proposed airspace required slight
adjustments to ensure it captured that
airspace within 12 miles of the
shoreline. This action makes these
corrections.

Class E airspace designations are
published in paragraph 6006 of FAA
Order 7400.11A, dated August 3, 2016,
and effective September 15, 2016, which
is incorporated by reference in 14 CFR
part 71.1. The Class E airspace
designation listed in this document will
be published subsequently in the Order.

Availability and Summary of
Documents for Incorporation by
Reference

This document amends FAA Order
7400.11A, Airspace Designations and
Reporting Points, dated August 3, 2016,
and effective September 15, 2016. FAA
Order 7400.11A is publicly available as
listed in the ADDRESSES section of this
document. FAA Order 7400.11A lists
Class A, B, G, D, and E airspace areas,
air traffic service routes, and reporting
points.

The Rule

This amendment to Title 14, Code of
Federal Regulations (14 CFR) part 71
establishes Class E en route airspace
extending upward from 1,200 feet above
the surface centered near Sacramento,
CA, extending from the southern border
of the Rogue Valley en route airspace
area near Redding, CA, west to include
that airspace within 12 miles of the
shoreline, south to the southern
boundary of the Oakland Air Route
Traffic Control Center near Monterey,
CA, east to the western boundary of the
Coaldale en route airspace area, and
northeast to near Reno, NV. This
airspace is established to allow the most
efficient routing between airports
without reducing margins of safety or
requiring additional coordination and
pilot/controller workload. This action
ensures the safety and management of
controlled airspace within the national
airspace system as it transitions from
ground based navigation aids to

satellite-based Global Navigation
Satellite System for navigation.

Regulatory Notices and Analyses

The FAA has determined that this
regulation only involves an established
body of technical regulations for which
frequent and routine amendments are
necessary to keep them operationally
current, is non-controversial and
unlikely to result in adverse or negative
comments. It, therefore: (1) Is not a
“significant regulatory action” under
Executive Order 12866; (2) is not a
“significant rule” under DOT
Regulatory Policies and Procedures (44
FR 11034; February 26, 1979); and (3)
does not warrant preparation of a
Regulatory Evaluation as the anticipated
impact is so minimal. Since this is a
routine matter that only affects air traffic
procedures and air navigation, it is
certified that this rule, when
promulgated, will not have a significant
economic impact on a substantial
number of small entities under the
criteria of the Regulatory Flexibility Act.

Environmental Review

The FAA has determined that this
action qualifies for categorical exclusion
under the National Environmental
Policy Act in accordance with FAA
Order 1050.1F, “Environmental
Impacts: Policies and Procedures,”
paragraph 5—6.5a. This airspace action
is not expected to cause any potentially
significant environmental impacts, and
no extraordinary circumstances exist
that warrant preparation of an
environmental assessment.

Lists of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 71

Airspace, Incorporation by reference,
Navigation (air).

Adoption of the Amendment

In consideration of the foregoing, the
Federal Aviation Administration
amends 14 CFR part 71 as follows:

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF CLASS A,
B, C, D, AND E AIRSPACE AREAS; AIR
TRAFFIC SERVICE ROUTES; AND
REPORTING POINTS

m 1. The authority citation for part 71
continues to read as follows:
Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(f), 106(g); 40103,

40113, 40120; E.O. 10854, 24 FR 9565, 3 CFR,
1959-1963 Comp., p. 389.

§71.1 [Amended]

m 2. The incorporation by reference in
14 CFR 71.1 of FAA Order 7400.11A,
Airspace Designations and Reporting
Points, dated August 3, 2016, and
effective September 15, 20186, is
amended as follows:


http://www.archives.gov/federal_register/code_of_federal-regulations/ibr_locations.html
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Paragraph 6006 En Route Domestic
Airspace Areas.
* * * * *

AWP CA E6 Sacramento, CA [New]

That airspace extending upward from
1,200 feet above the surface within an area
bounded by a line beginning at lat. 39°05'16”
N., long. 124°05’00” W.; to lat. 38°50’52” N.,
long. 123°5827” to lat. 37°41”35” N., long.
123°23'24” W.; to lat. 37°05"15” N., long.
122°43’32” W.; to lat. 36°12’53” N, long.
122°09°02” W.; to lat. 36°06'41” N., long.
122°0223” W.; to lat. 35°36’08” N., long.
121°31’31” W.; to lat. 35°3148” N., long.
121°29’41” W.; to lat. 35°21’58” N., long.
121°13’57” W.; to lat. 35°32°00” N., long.
120°51°00” W.; to lat. 35°45’00” N., long.
120°07°00” W.; to lat. 35°38’00” N., long.
119°30’00” W.; to lat. 36°08’00” N., long.
119°10°00” W.; to lat. 36°08’00” N., long.
118°52’00” W.; to lat. 37°47’57” N., long.
120°22°00” W.; to lat. 38°53"30” N., long.
119°49'00” W.; to lat. 39°39'28” N., long.
117°59’55” W.; to lat. 40°27’51” N., long.
119°37/10” W.; to lat. 39°33'53” N., long.
120°19°02” W.; thence to the point of
beginning, excluding that airspace offshore
beyond 12 miles from the shoreline.

Issued in Seattle, Washington, on June 8,
2017.
Sam S.L. Shrimpton,

Acting Group Manager, Operations Support
Group, Western Service Center.

[FR Doc. 2017-12550 Filed 6-19-17; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 71
[Docket No. FAA-2017-0224; Airspace
Docket No. 177-ANM-10]

Amendment of Class E Airspace;
Eugene, OR

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This action amends the legal
description of Class E surface area
airspace at Mahlon Sweet Field Airport,
Eugene, OR, adding the Notice to
Airmen (NOTAM) part-time status. This
action does not affect the charted
boundaries or operating requirements of
the airspace.

DATES: Effective 0901 UTC, August 17,
2017. The Director of the Federal
Register approves this incorporation by
reference action under title 1, Code of
Federal Regulations, part 51, subject to
the annual revision of FAA Order
7400.11 and publication of conforming
amendments.

ADDRESSES: FAA Order 7400.11A,
Airspace Designations and Reporting

Points, and subsequent amendments can
be viewed on line at http://
www.faa.gov/air_traffic/publications/.
For further information, you can contact
the Airspace Policy Group, Federal
Aviation Administration, 800
Independence Avenue SW.,
Washington, DC 20591; telephone: (202)
267-8783. The Order is also available
for inspection at the National Archives
and Records Administration (NARA).
For information on the availability of
this material at NARA, call (202) 741
6030, or go to http://www.archives.gov/
federal register/code of federal-
regulations/ibr locations.html.

FAA Order 7400.11, Airspace
Designations and Reporting Points, is
published yearly and effective on
September 15.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Tom
Clark, Federal Aviation Administration,
Operations Support Group, Western
Service Center, 1601 Lind Avenue SW.,
Renton, WA 98057; telephone (425)
203—-4511.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Authority for This Rulemaking

The FAA’s authority to issue rules
regarding aviation safety is found in
Title 49 of the United States Code.
Subtitle I, Section 106 describes the
authority of the FAA Administrator.
Subtitle VII, Aviation Programs,
describes in more detail the scope of the
agency’s authority. This rulemaking is
promulgated under the authority
described in Subtitle VII, Part A,
Subpart I, Section 40103. Under that
section, the FAA is charged with
prescribing regulations to assign the use
of airspace necessary to ensure the
safety of aircraft and the efficient use of
airspace. This regulation is within the
scope of that authority as it amends
Class E airspace at Mahlon Sweet Field
Airport, Eugene, OR, to ensure the
safety and management of aircraft
within the National Airspace System.

History

The FAA Aeronautical Information
Services branch found the Class E
surface area airspace at Mahlon Sweet
Field Airport, Eugene, OR, as published
in FAA Order 7400.11A, Airspace
Designations and Reporting Points,
requires NOTAM part-time status to
avoid overlap with the part-time Class D
surface area airspace at the same airport.
The FAA inadvertently removed the
NOTAM language from the regulatory
text of the Class E surface area airspace.

Class E airspace designations are
published in paragraph 6002 of FAA
Order 7400.11A dated August 3, 2016,
and effective September 15, 2016, which

is incorporated by reference in 14 CFR
71.1. The Class E airspace designations
listed in this document will be
published subsequently in the Order.

Availability and Summary of
Documents for Incorporation by
Reference

This document amends FAA Order
7400.11A dated August 3, 2016, and
effective September 15, 2016, which is
incorporated by reference in 14 CFR
71.1. The Class E airspace designations
listed in this document will be
published subsequently in the Order.

The Rule

This action amends Title 14, Code of
Federal Regulations (14 CFR) part 71 by
adding the following language to the
legal description of Class E surface area
airspace at Mahlon Sweet Field Airport,
Eugene, OR that reads, “This Class E
airspace is effective during the specific
dates and times established in advance
by a Notice to Airmen. The effective
date and time will thereafter be
continuously published in the Chart
Supplement.”. This is an administrative
change and does not affect the
boundaries, altitudes, or operating
requirements of the airspace, therefore,
notice and public procedure under 5
U.S.C. 553(b) is unnecessary.

Regulatory Notices and Analyses

The FAA has determined that this
regulation only involves an established
body of technical regulations for which
frequent and routine amendments are
necessary to keep them operationally
current, is non-controversial and
unlikely to result in adverse or negative
comments. It, therefore: (1) Is not a
“significant regulatory action” under
Executive Order 12866; (2) is not a
“significant rule” under DOT
Regulatory Policies and Procedures (44
FR 11034; February 26, 1979); and (3)
does not warrant preparation of a
regulatory evaluation as the anticipated
impact is so minimal. Since this is a
routine matter that only affects air traffic
procedures and air navigation, it is
certified that this rule, when
promulgated, does not have a significant
economic impact on a substantial
number of small entities under the
criteria of the Regulatory Flexibility Act.

Environmental Review

The FAA has determined that this
action qualifies for categorical exclusion
under the National Environmental
Policy Act in accordance with FAA
Order 1050.1F, “Environmental
Impacts: Policies and Procedures,”
paragraph 5—6.5a. This airspace action
is not expected to cause any potentially
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http://www.archives.gov/federal_register/code_of_federal-regulations/ibr_locations.html
http://www.archives.gov/federal_register/code_of_federal-regulations/ibr_locations.html
http://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/publications/
http://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/publications/

Federal Register/Vol. 82, No. 117/ Tuesday, June 20, 2017 /Rules and Regulations

27991

significant environmental impacts, and
no extraordinary circumstances exist
that warrant preparation of an
environmental assessment.

Lists of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 71

Airspace, Incorporation by reference,
Navigation (air).

Adoption of the Amendment

In consideration of the foregoing, the
Federal Aviation Administration
amends 14 CFR part 71 as follows:

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF CLASS A,
B, C, D, AND E AIRSPACE AREAS; AIR
TRAFFIC SERVICE ROUTES; AND
REPORTING POINTS

m 1. The authority citation for part 71
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g); 40103, 40113,
40120; E.O. 10854, 24 FR 9565, 3 CFR, 1959—
1963 Comp., p. 389.

§71.1 [Amended]

m 2. The incorporation by reference in
14 CFR 71.1 of FAA Order 7400.11A,
Airspace Designations and Reporting
Points, dated August 3, 2016, effective
September 15, 2016, is amended as
follows:

Paragraph 6002 Class E Airspace
Designated as Surface Areas.
* * * * *

ANM OR E2 Eugene, OR [Amended]

Mahlon Sweet Field Airport, OR

(Lat. 44°07°29” N., long. 123°12'43” W.)

That airspace extending upward from the
surface within a 4.6-mile radius of Mahlon
Sweet Field Airport. This Class E airspace
area is effective during the specific dates and
times established in advance by a Notice to
Airmen. The effective date and time will
thereafter be continuously published in the
Chart Supplement.

Issued in Seattle, Washington, on June 13,
2017.
Sam S.L. Shrimpton,

Acting Group Manager, Operations Support
Group, Western Service Center.

[FR Doc. 2017-12708 Filed 6—-19-17; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 71

[Docket No. FAA—-2016-9333; Airspace
Docket No. 16-AAL-4]

Establishment of Class E Airspace;
Grayling, AK

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This action establishes Class
E airspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface at Grayling
Airport, AK, to support the
development of instrument flight rules
(IFR) operations under standard
instrument approach and departure
procedures at the airport, and for the
safety and management of aircraft
within the National Airspace System.

DATES: Effective 0901 UTC, August 17,
2017. The Director of the Federal
Register approves this incorporation by
reference action under Title 1, Code of
Federal Regulations, part 51, subject to
the annual revision of FAA Order
7400.11 and publication of conforming
amendments.

ADDRESSES: FAA Order 7400.11A,
Airspace Designations and Reporting
Points, and subsequent amendments can
be viewed online at http://www.faa.gov/
air traffic/publications/. For further
information, you can contact the
Airspace Policy Group, Federal Aviation
Administration, 800 Independence
Avenue SW., Washington, DC 20591;
telephone: (202) 267-8783.

The Order is also available for
inspection at the National Archives and
Records Administration (NARA). For
information on the availability of this
material at NARA, call (202) 741-6030,
or go to http://www.archives.gov/
federal register/code_of federal-
regulations/ibr_locations.html.

FAA Order 7400.11, Airspace
Designations and Reporting Points, is
published yearly and effective on
September 15.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Robert LaPlante, Federal Aviation
Administration, Operations Support
Group, Western Service Center, 1601
Lind Avenue SW., Renton, WA 98057;
telephone (425) 203—-4566.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Authority for This Rulemaking

The FAA’s authority to issue rules
regarding aviation safety is found in
Title 49 of the United States Code.
Subtitle I, Section 106 describes the
authority of the FAA Administrator.
Subtitle VII, Aviation Programs,
describes in more detail the scope of the
agency’s authority. This rulemaking is
promulgated under the authority
described in Subtitle VII, Part A,
Subpart I, Section 40103. Under that
section, the FAA is charged with
prescribing regulations to assign the use
of airspace necessary to ensure the
safety of aircraft and the efficient use of
airspace. This regulation is within the
scope of that authority as it establishes

Class E airspace at Grayling Airport,
Grayling, AK to support the
development of instrument flight rules
(IFR) operations under standard
instrument approach and departure
procedures at the airport, and for the
safety and management of aircraft
within the National Airspace System.

History

On March 06, 2017, the FAA
published in the Federal Register (82
FR 12525) Docket FAA-2016-9333 a
notice of proposed rulemaking to
establish Class E airspace extending
upward from 700 feet above the surface
at Grayling Airport, Grayling, AK.
Interested parties were invited to
participate in this rulemaking effort by
submitting written comments on the
proposal to the FAA. Two comments
supporting the proposed rule were
received from Taylor Emmerich and H

Class E airspace designations are
published in paragraph 6005 of FAA
Order 7400.11A, dated August 3, 2016,
and effective September 15, 2016, which
is incorporated by reference in 14 CFR
71.1. The Class E airspace designation
listed in this document will be
published subsequently in the Order.

Availability and Summary of
Documents for Incorporation by
Reference

This document amends FAA Order
7400.11A, Airspace Designations and
Reporting Points, dated August 3, 2016,
and effective September 15, 2016. FAA
Order 7400.11A is publicly available as
listed in the ADDRESSES section of this
document. FAA Order 7400.11A lists
Class A, B, G, D, and E airspace areas,
air traffic service routes, and reporting
points.

The Rule

This amendment to Title 14, Code of
Federal Regulations (14 CFR) part 71
establishes Class E airspace extending
upward from 700 feet above the surface
within a 6.5-mile radius of Grayling
Airport, Grayling, AK, and that airspace
2 miles on each side of the 024° bearing
from the airport extending from the 6.5-
mile radius to 8 miles northeast of the
airport and that airspace 2 miles on each
side of 182° bearing from the airport
extending from the 6.5-mile radius to
11.2 miles south of the airport.

This airspace is necessary to support
IFR operations in new standard
instrument approach and departure
procedures at the airport.

Regulatory Notices and Analyses

The FAA has determined that this
regulation only involves an established
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body of technical regulations for which
frequent and routine amendments are
necessary to keep them operationally
current, is non-controversial and
unlikely to result in adverse or negative
comments. It, therefore: (1) Is not a
“significant regulatory action” under
Executive Order 12866; (2) is not a
“significant rule” under DOT
Regulatory Policies and Procedures (44
FR 11034; February 26, 1979); and (3)
does not warrant preparation of a
Regulatory Evaluation as the anticipated
impact is so minimal. Since this is a
routine matter that only affects air traffic
procedures and air navigation, it is
certified that this rule, when
promulgated, will not have a significant
economic impact on a substantial
number of small entities under the
criteria of the Regulatory Flexibility Act.

Environmental Review

The FAA has determined that this
action qualifies for categorical exclusion
under the National Environmental
Policy Act in accordance with FAA
Order 1050.1F, “Environmental
Impacts: Policies and Procedures,”
paragraph 5-6.5a. This airspace action
is not expected to cause any potentially
significant environmental impacts, and
no extraordinary circumstances exist
that warrant preparation of an
environmental assessment.

Lists of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 71

Airspace, Incorporation by reference,
Navigation (air).

Adoption of the Amendment

In consideration of the foregoing, the
Federal Aviation Administration
amends 14 CFR part 71 as follows:

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF CLASS A,
B, C, D, AND E AIRSPACE AREAS; AIR
TRAFFIC SERVICE ROUTES; AND
REPORTING POINTS

m 1. The authority citation for part 71
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(f), 106(g); 40103,
40113, 40120; E.O. 10854, 24 FR 9565, 3 CFR,
1959-1963 Comp., p. 389.

§71.1 [Amended]

m 2. The incorporation by reference in
14 CFR 71.1 of FAA Order 7400.11A,
Airspace Designations and Reporting
Points, dated August 3, 2016, and
effective September 15, 20186, is
amended as follows:

Paragraph 6005 Class E Airspace Areas
Extending Upward From 700 Feet or More
Above the Surface of the Earth.

* * * * *

AAL AKE5 Grayling, AK [New]

Grayling Airport, Alaska

(Lat. 62°53’31” N., long. 160°03'59” W.)

That airspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface within a 6.5-mile
radius of Grayling Airport, and that airspace
2 miles each side of the 024° bearing from the
airport extending from the 6.5-mile radius to
8 miles northeast of the airport, and that
airspace 2 miles each side of 182° bearing
from the airport extending from the 6.5-mile
radius to 11.2 miles south of the airport.

Issued in Seattle, Washington, on June 13,
2017.
Sam S.L. Shrimpton,

Acting Group Manager, Operations Support
Group, Western Service Center.

[FR Doc. 2017-12706 Filed 6-19-17; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 97
[Docket No. 31135; Amdt. No. 3748]

Standard Instrument Approach
Procedures, and Takeoff Minimums
and Obstacle Departure Procedures;
Miscellaneous Amendments

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This rule amends, suspends,
or removes Standard Instrument
Approach Procedures (SIAPs) and
associated Takeoff Minimums and
Obstacle Departure Procedures for
operations at certain airports. These
regulatory actions are needed because of
the adoption of new or revised criteria,
or because of changes occurring in the
National Airspace System, such as the
commissioning of new navigational
facilities, adding new obstacles, or
changing air traffic requirements. These
changes are designed to provide for the
safe and efficient use of the navigable
airspace and to promote safe flight
operations under instrument flight rules
at the affected airports.

DATES: This rule is effective June 20,
2017. The compliance date for each
SIAP, associated Takeoff Minimums,
and ODP is specified in the amendatory
provisions.

The incorporation by reference of
certain publications listed in the
regulations is approved by the Director
of the Federal Register as of June 20,
2017.

ADDRESSES: Availability of matter
incorporated by reference in the
amendment is as follows:

For Examination

1. U.S. Department of Transportation,
Docket Ops—M30, 1200 New Jersey
Avenue SE., West Bldg., Ground Floor,
Washington, DC 20590-0001;

2. The FAA Air Traffic Organization
Service Area in which the affected
airport is located;

3. The office of Aeronautical
Navigation Products, 6500 South
MacArthur Blvd., Oklahoma City, OK
73169 or,

4. The National Archives and Records
Administration (NARA).

For information on the availability of
this material at NARA, call 202-741—
6030, or go to: http://www.archives.gov/
federal register/code_of federal
regulations/ibr_locations.html.

Availability

All SIAPs and Takeoff Minimums and
ODPs are available online free of charge.
Visit the National Flight Data Center
online at nfdc.faa.gov to register.
Additionally, individual SIAP and
Takeoff Minimums and ODP copies may
be obtained from the FAA Air Traffic
Organization Service Area in which the
affected airport is located.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Thomas J. Nichols, Flight Procedure
Standards Branch (AFS—420) Flight
Technologies and Procedures Division,
Flight Standards Service, Federal
Aviation Administration, Mike
Monroney Aeronautical Center, 6500
South MacArthur Blvd., Oklahoma City,
OK 73169 (Mail Address: P.O. Box
25082 Oklahoma City, OK 73125)
telephone: (405) 954—4164.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This rule
amends Title 14, Code of Federal
Regulations, Part 97 (14 CFR part 97) by
amending the referenced SIAPs. The
complete regulatory description of each
SIAP is listed on the appropriate FAA
Form 8260, as modified by the National
Flight Data Center (NFDC)/Permanent
Notice to Airmen (P-NOTAM), and is
incorporated by reference under 5
U.S.C. 552(a), 1 CFR part 51, and 14
CFR 97.20. The large number of SIAPs,
their complex nature, and the need for
a special format make their verbatim
publication in the Federal Register
expensive and impractical. Further,
airmen do not use the regulatory text of
the SIAPs, but refer to their graphic
depiction on charts printed by
publishers of aeronautical materials.
Thus, the advantages of incorporation
by reference are realized and
publication of the complete description
of each SIAP contained on FAA form
documents is unnecessary.

This amendment provides the affected
CFR sections, and specifies the SIAPs
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and Takeoff Minimums and ODPs with
their applicable effective dates. This
amendment also identifies the airport
and its location, the procedure and the
amendment number.

Availability and Summary of Material
Incorporated by Reference

The material incorporated by
reference is publicly available as listed
in the ADDRESSES section.

The material incorporated by
reference describes SIAPs, Takeoff
Minimums and ODPs as identified in
the amendatory language for part 97 of
this final rule.

The Rule

This amendment to 14 CFR part 97 is
effective upon publication of each
separate SIAP and Takeoff Minimums
and ODP as amended in the transmittal.
For safety and timeliness of change
considerations, this amendment
incorporates only specific changes
contained for each SIAP and Takeoff
Minimums and ODP as modified by
FDC permanent NOTAMs.

The SIAPs and Takeoff Minimums
and ODPs, as modified by FDC
permanent NOTAM, and contained in
this amendment are based on the
criteria contained in the U.S. Standard
for Terminal Instrument Procedures
(TERPS). In developing these changes to
SIAPs and Takeoff Minimums and
ODPs, the TERPS criteria were applied
only to specific conditions existing at
the affected airports. All SIAP
amendments in this rule have been

previously issued by the FAA in a FDC
NOTAM as an emergency action of
immediate flight safety relating directly
to published aeronautical charts.

The circumstances that created the
need for these SIAP and Takeoff
Minimums and ODP amendments
require making them effective in less
than 30 days.

Because of the close and immediate
relationship between these SIAPs,
Takeoff Minimums and ODPs, and
safety in air commerce, I find that notice
and public procedure under 5 U.S.C.
553(b) are impracticable and contrary to
the public interest and, where
applicable, under 5 U.S.C. 553(d), good
cause exists for making these SIAPs
effective in less than 30 days.

The FAA has determined that this
regulation only involves an established
body of technical regulations for which
frequent and routine amendments are
necessary to keep them operationally
current. It, therefore—(1) is not a
“significant regulatory action’” under
Executive Order 12866;(2) is not a
“significant rule” under DOT regulatory
Policies and Procedures (44 FR 11034;
February 26, 1979) ; and (3) does not
warrant preparation of a regulatory
evaluation as the anticipated impact is
so minimal. For the same reason, the
FAA certifies that this amendment will
not have a significant economic impact
on a substantial number of small entities
under the criteria of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 97

Air Traffic Control, Airports,
Incorporation by reference, Navigation
(air).

Issued in Washington, DC, on May 5, 2017.
John S. Duncan,

Director, Flight Standards Service.

Adoption of the Amendment

Accordingly, pursuant to the
authority delegated to me, Title 14,
Code of Federal regulations, Part 97, (14
CFR part 97), is amended by amending
Standard Instrument Approach
Procedures and Takeoff Minimums and
ODPs, effective at 0901 UTC on the
dates specified, as follows:

PART 97—STANDARD INSTRUMENT
APPROACH PROCEDURES

m 1. The authority citation for part 97
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(f), 106(g), 40103,
40106, 40113, 40114, 40120, 44502, 44514,
44701, 44719, 44721-44722.

m 2. Part 97 is amended to read as
follows:

By amending: § 97.23 VOR, VOR/
DME, VOR or TACAN, and VOR/DME
or TACAN; § 97.25 LOC, LOC/DME,
LDA, LDA/DME, SDF, SDF/DME;
§97.27 NDB, NDB/DME; § 97.29 ILS,
ILS/DME, MLS, MLS/DME, MLS/RNAV;
§97.31 RADAR SIAPs; §97.33 RNAV
SIAPs; and §97.35 COPTER SIAPs,
Identified as follows:

* * * Effective Upon Publication

AIRAC date State City Airport FDC No. FDC date Subject

22—-Jun-17 ...... TX Mineola .......cccceeeeviieeeeenns Mineola Wisener Field ..........cccccccuueee.. 7/0020 4/13/17 | Takeoff Minimums and Obstacle DP,
Orig

22-Jun-17 ...... NC Mount Olive .......ccccceennee. Mount Olive MUNi ........ccccouveveniiinens 7/0025 4/13/17 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 5, Orig-A
22-Jun—-17 ...... PA Connellsville . Joseph A Hardy Connellsville 7/0029 4/13/17 | LOC RWY 5, Amdt 4
22-Jun—-17 ...... TN Dayton ....... Mark Anton ..o 7/0663 4/11/17 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 3, Orig
22-Jun-17 ...... TN Dayton ... Mark Anton ..... 7/0664 4/11/17 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 21, Amdt 1
22-Jun—-17 ...... SC Rock Hill Rock Hill/York Co/Bryant Fi 7/0681 4/11/17 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 20, Amdt 1
22-Jun—-17 ...... TN Tazewell ............... New Tazewell Muni .............. 7/0697 4/11/17 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 7, Orig
22-Jun—-17 ...... NJ Princeton/Rocky Hi Princeton ................ 7/0698 4/13/17 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 10, Amdt 1A
22—Jun—-17 ...... NC Williamston ........... Martin County ............ 7/0966 4/13/17 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 21, Amdt 1
22-Jun—-17 ...... GA Monroe ......... Monroe-Walton County .. 7/0969 4/13/17 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 3, Amdt 2A
22-Jun—17 ...... NC Mooresville Lake Norman Airpark . 7/0992 4/11/17 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 14, Amdt 1
22-Jun—17 ...... GA Cornelia ..... Habersham County .... 7/0993 4/13/17 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 6, Amdt 1
22-Jun—17 ...... GA Cornelia ..... Habersham County .... 7/0994 4/13/17 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 24, Amdt 1
22—Jun—17 ...... GA Cornelia ..... Habersham County .........ccccceevivnicennne 7/0995 4/13/17 | VOR/DME RWY 6, Amdt 6A
22—Jun—-17 ...... VA Blackstone . Allen C Perkinson Blackstone AAF ..... 7/1009 4/13/17 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 4, Amdt 1
22—Jun—-17 ...... VA Blackstone ... Allen C Perkinson Blackstone AAF ..... 7/1010 4/13/17 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 22, Amdt 1
22—Jun—-17 ...... MS Cleveland .. Cleveland Muni .......cccoevieneeneneeeee, 7/1011 4/11/17 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 18, Amdt 1
22—Jun—-17 ...... MS Cleveland .. Cleveland Muni ...... 7/1012 4/11/17 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 36, Orig-B
22-Jun—-17 ...... NC Morganton ... Foothills Regional .. 7/1013 4/13/17 | LOC RWY 3, Amdt 2
22-Jun—-17 ...... NC Morganton ... Foothills Regional ...... 7/1014 4/13/17 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 21, Amdt 1
22-Jun-17 ...... NC Greensboro .. Piedmont Triad Intl ........ccccoevviinenne, 7/1015 4/13/17 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 32, Amdt 3
22-Jun-17 ...... cQ Rota Island ... Benjamin Taisacan Manglona Intl 7/1016 4/11/17 | NDB RWY 9, Amdt 4
22—-Jun—-17 ...... RI Pawtucket ..... North Central State ...........ccccccvvveeneen. 7/1018 4/13/17 | LOC RWY 5, Amdt 7A
22-Jun—17 ...... RI Pawtucket .. North Central State .... 7/1019 4/13/17 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 5, Amdt 1
22-Jun—17 ...... RI Pawtucket ..... North Central State .... 7/1020 4/13/17 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 23, Amdt 1
22—Jun—-17 ...... NY Niagara Falls .... Niagara Falls Intl .... 7/1198 4/28/17 | RNAV (GPS) Z RWY 24, Orig
22-Jun—-17 ...... SC Union ............ Union County, Troy Shelton Field 7/1436 4/11/17 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 5, Orig-A
22—Jun—-17 ...... NC Star .... Montgomery County ........ccccceevrevreenne. 711457 4/11/17 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 3, Orig
22—Jun—-17 ...... NC Star ... Montgomery County .. 7/1458 4/11/17 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 21, Orig
22-Jun—17 ...... PA Altoona .. Altoona-Blair County .. 7/1473 4/13/17 | ILS OR LOC RWY 21, Amdt 8A
22-Jun—-17 ...... PA Altoona ...... Altoona-Blair County .. 71474 4/13/17 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 21, Amdt 1B
22-Jun-17 ...... NY Millbrook ........cccoveveeinnnne SKY ACIES ..o 7/1489 4/13/17 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 17, Amdt 2
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22-Jun-17 ...... NC Chapel Hill ..o Horace Williams 7/2521 4/26/17 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 9, Orig-A
22-Jun—-17 ...... NC Chapel Hill .. Horace Williams . 7/2522 4/26/17 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 27, Orig-A
22—-Jun—17 ...... NC Chapel Hill .. Horace Williams . 7/2523 4/26/17 | VOR/DME RWY 27, Amdt 1B
22—Jun—-17 ...... NJ Pittstown ..... Sky Manor .......... 7/3434 4/13/17 | VOR RWY 7, Amdt 3
22-Jun—-17 ...... NY Ogdensburg .. Ogdensburg Intl . 7/3574 2/21/17 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 9, Orig
22—Jun—-17 ...... NY Niagara Falls . Niagara Falls Intl ... 7/3770 4/28/17 | ILS Y OR LOC RWY 28R, Amdt 23
22—-Jun-17 ...... NY Niagara Falls ................... Niagara Falls Intl 7/3771 4/28/17 | ILS Z OR LOC/DME RWY 28R, Amdt
4
22—Jun—-17 ...... NY Niagara Falls Niagara Falls Intl 7/3772 4/28/17 | NDB RWY 28R, Amdt 17
22—-Jun-17 ...... NY Niagara Falls . Niagara Falls Intl ... 7/3773 4/28/17 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 28R, Orig
22-Jun—-17 ...... NY Niagara Falls Niagara Falls Intl 7/3774 4/28/17 | TACAN RWY 28R, Orig
22—Jun—-17 ...... NY Niagara Falls ................... Niagara Falls Intl 7/3775 4/28/17 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 10L, Orig
22—-Jun-17 ...... NY Niagara Falls . Niagara Falls Intl ... 7/3776 4/28/17 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 6, Orig
22-Jun—-17 ...... NY Niagara Falls . Niagara Falls Intl ...... 713777 4/28/17 | RNAV (GPS) Y RWY 24, Orig
22-Jun—17 ...... NC New Bern ... Coastal Carolina Regional . . 7/3780 4/26/17 | VOR RWY 22, Amdt 3A
22-Jun—17 ...... NC New Bern ... Coastal Carolina Regional ................... 7/3781 4/26/17 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 22, Amdt 1
22-Jun—-17 ...... MD Hagerstown .........ccccooene Hagerstown Rgnl-Richard A Henson 7/3782 4/28/17 | ILS OR LOC RWY 9, Amdt 1
Fld.
22—-Jun-17 ...... MD Hagerstown ..................... Hagerstown Rgnl-Richard A Henson 7/3783 4/28/17 | ILS OR LOC RWY 27, Amdt 11
Fld.
22—Jun—-17 ...... MD Hagerstown ..........ccccce.e Hagerstown Rgnl-Richard A Henson 7/3784 4/28/17 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 27, Amdt 1
Fid.
22-Jun—-17 ...... MD Hagerstown .........cccccoene Hagerstown Rgnl-Richard A Henson 7/3785 4/28/17 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 9, Amdt 1
Fld.
22—-Jun-17 ...... MD Hagerstown ..................... Hagerstown Rgnl-Richard A Henson 7/3786 4/28/17 | COPTER RNAV (GPS) RWY 9, Orig
Fld.
22—Jun—-17 ...... MD Hagerstown ..........ccccce.e Hagerstown Rgnl-Richard A Henson 7/3787 4/28/17 | COPTER RNAV (GPS) RWY 27, Orig
Fid.
22-Jun—-17 ...... NC Rocky Mount . Rocky Mount-Wilson Rgnl . 7/3788 4/26/17 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 4, Amdt 2
22—Jun—-17 ...... NC Rocky Mount . Rocky Mount-Wilson Rgnl . 7/3789 4/26/17 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 22, Amdt 2
22—Jun—17 ...... FL Titusville ..... Space Coast Rgnl ........ 7/3805 4/11/17 | ILS OR LOC RWY 36, Amdt 12A
22-Jun-17 ...... NC Siler City . Siler City Muni ......... 7/3807 4/26/17 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 4, Orig
22-Jun—-17 ...... TN Bolivar . William L Whitehurst Field . 7/3808 4/11/17 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 1, Amdt 1
22-Jun-17 ...... TN Bolivar ... William L Whitehurst Field . 7/3809 4/11/17 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 19, Amdt 1
22-Jun-17 ...... NC Siler City . Siler City Muni ............. 7/3810 4/26/17 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 22, Amdt 1
22-Jun—-17 ..... NY Middletown . Randall ........ 7/3811 4/26/17 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 26, Amdt 1
22-Jun-17 ...... NY Middletown ......c.cccceceeuenene Randall .......cccccveveinineiieecce 7/3812 4/26/17 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 8, Amdt 1
22—-Jun—17 ...... NY Middletown .........ccoceeeeueen Randall .........ccoeeeeiieiieee s 7/3813 4/26/17 | VOR RWY 8, Amdt 7
22-Jun—-17 ..... NY Sidney ... Sidney Muni 7/3815 4/26/17 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 7, Orig-C
22-Jun-17 ...... NY Sidney ... Sidney Muni . 7/3816 4/26/17 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 25, Amdt 1
22-Jun—-17 ...... NJ Manville ......ccccoeviiieiinnne Central Jersey RNl ......cccooecveviirvnnennn. 7/3817 4/26/17 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 7, Amdt 1A
22—Jun—-17 ...... NJ Manville ......cccooeivieeinnne Central Jersey Rgnl ......ccccceeevvieeennnn. 7/3818 4/26/17 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 25, Amdt 1C
22-Jun-17 ...... NC Beaufort .. Michael J Smith Field .. 7/3822 4/26/17 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 14, Amdt 1
22-Jun-17 ...... NC Beaufort .. Michael J Smith Field .. 7/3823 4/26/17 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 21, Amdt 2
22-Jun—-17 ..... NC Beaufort .. Michael J Smith Field .. 7/3824 4/26/17 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 3, Amdt 2
22-Jun-17 ...... NC Beaufort .. Michael J Smith Field .. 7/3825 4/26/17 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 32, Amdt 1
22-Jun-17 ...... NC Beaufort .. Michael J Smith Field 7/3826 4/26/17 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 8, Amdt 2
22—Jun—-17 ...... NY Binghamton ..........cccce.e.. Greater Binghamton/Edwin A Link 7/3828 4/26/17 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 10, Orig
Field.
22-Jun—-17 ...... NY Binghamton ..........cccccvee Greater Binghamton/Edwin A Link 7/3829 4/28/17 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 28, Amdt 2
Field.
22-Jun—-17 ...... VA Brookneal Brookneal/Campbell County ................ 7/3832 4/13/17 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 6, Orig-A
22-Jun—-17 ...... VA Brookneal Brookneal/Campbell County . . 7/3833 4/13/17 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 24, Amdt 1
22—Jun—-17 ...... SC North Myrtle Beach ......... Grand Strand .........ccoceieiiiiene e, 7/3837 4/26/17 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 23, Amdt 1
22-Jun-17 ...... SC North Myrtle Beach ......... Grand Strand ......c..cccceveineneneenee 7/3840 4/26/17 | ILS OR LOC/DME RWY 23, Amdt 12
22-Jun-17 ...... PA Pittsburgh ........ccceveinns Pittsburgh Intl ......coooviiiiiiiiie, 7/3882 4/28/17 | ILS OR LOC RWY 28R, ILS RWY
28R (CAT Il), Amdt 9A
22-Jun-17 ...... NC Hickory ..cocoveeiiniciecnes Hickory RGNl .....coveiiiiiiicincecnce 7/3913 4/13/17 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 1, Amdt 1
22-Jun—-17 ...... NC Hickory ..ooveoeiiiiiiies Hickory RGNl ...oooeiiiiiiiiiiecieeeee 7/3914 4/13/17 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 6, Amdt 1
22—Jun—-17 ...... NC Fayetteville . Fayetteville Rgnl/Grannis Field . 7/4178 4/13/17 | ILS OR LOC/DME RWY 4, Amdt 17
22—Jun—-17 ... NC Clinton .... Clinton-Sampson County ... 7/4368 4/26/17 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 6, Amdt 2A
22-Jun—-17 ...... NC Clinton . Clinton-Sampson County ... 7/4369 4/26/17 | RNAV (GPS) Y RWY 24, Amdt 1A
22—Jun—-17 ...... NC Clinton . Clinton-Sampson County ... 7/4370 4/26/17 | RNAV (GPS) Z RWY 24, Orig-A
22-Jun—-17 ...... NC Clinton Clinton-Sampson County 7/4371 4/26/17 | LOC RWY 6, Amdt 3A
22-Jun—-17 ...... NC Pinehurst/Southern Pines | Moore County .............. 7/4749 4/26/17 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 23, Amdt 2
22—Jun—-17 ...... NC Pinehurst/Southern Pines | Moore County 7/4769 4/26/17 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 5, Amdt 1
22—Jun—-17 ... NC Pinehurst/Southern Pines | Moore County 7/4783 4/26/17 | ILS Y OR LOC/DME Y RWY 5, Orig-
A
22-Jun—17 ...... NC Pinehurst/Southern Pines | Moore County .........c.cceeevereeneeneneenee. 7/4785 4/26/17 | ILS Z OR LOC/DME Z RWY 5, Amdt
2A
22-Jun—-17 ...... NC Rutherfordton .................. Rutherford Co—Marchman Field ......... 7/4924 4/13/17 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 19, Amdt 1
22—Jun—-17 ...... NC Rutherfordton .................. Rutherford Co—Marchman Field ......... 7/4925 4/13/17 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 1, Amdt 2
22-Jun—-17 ...... NC Rutherfordton Rutherford Co—Marchman Field . 7/4926 4/13/17 | LOC RWY 1, Amdt 3
22-Jun—-17 ...... NH Claremont ... Claremont Muni 7/5161 4/13/17 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 29, Orig-A
22-Jun—-17 ...... PA Danville .....ccccevvveiincnnns Danville ......ccccveviiinineneeseeee 7/5191 4/13/17 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 27, Orig
22-Jun-17 ...... PA Danville .....ccccovvveerennns Danville ......cccorereniiieeeeeneeees 7/5192 4/13/17 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 9, Orig
22-Jun—-17 ...... TN Millington Charles W Baker .. 7/5260 4/11/17 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 18, Orig
22—Jun—-17 ...... TN Millington ... Charles W Baker .. 7/5262 4/11/17 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 36, Orig
22-Jun-17 ...... TN Hohenwald . John A Baker Fid .. 7/5268 4/11/17 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 2, Amdt 1
22-Jun—17 ...... OK Mc Alester .. Mc Alester Rgnl ........ccccevvrnens 7/5295 4/13/17 | VOR/DME RWY 20, Amdt 2F
22—Jun—-17 ...... VT Rutland ... Rutland—Southern Vermont Rgn 7/5299 4/13/17 | RNAV (GPS) Y RWY 19, Amdt 2
22—-Jun-17 ...... vT Rutland ... Rutland—Southern Vermont Rgnl ....... 7/5300 4/13/17 | ILS OR LOC/DME Y RWY 19, Orig
22-Jun—-17 ...... VT Rutland ........ccoccvviiiennns Rutland—Southern Vermont Rgnl ....... 7/5301 4/13/17 | ILS OR LOC/DME Z RWY 19, Orig
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22-Jun-17 ...... vT Rutland .......cccccoviiiiiinns Rutland—Southern Vermont Rgnl ....... 7/5302 4/13/17 | RNAV (GPS) Z RWY 19, Orig
22—Jun—-17 ...... NY Syracuse ... Syracuse Hancock Intl ..........ccccceeeenee. 7/5308 4/11/17 | ILS OR LOC RWY 10, Amdt 13A
22-Jun—-17 ...... NC Edenton ........ Northeastern Rgnl ...... 7/6384 4/11/17 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 19, Amdt 2A
22-Jun-17 ...... PA Monongahela ... Rostraver ............ 7/6400 4/13/17 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 26, Orig-B
22—Jun—-17 ...... PA Monongahela ... Rostraver .... 7/6401 4/13/17 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 8, Amdt 1
22-Jun—-17 ...... GA Valdosta ... Valdosta Rgnl ..... 7/6415 4/13/17 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 4, Amdt 1A
22-Jun-17 ...... VA Orange ...... Orange County ... 7/6485 4/26/17 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 8, Orig
22—Jun—-17 ...... VA Orange ...... Orange County ... 7/6486 4/26/17 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 26, Orig
22-Jun—-17 ...... TN Lewisburg .. Ellington .....cccovreviincnne, 7/6855 4/11/17 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 2, Amdt 1
22-Jun—-17 ...... FL Homestead .........ccceeuee. Homestead General Aviation ............... 7/7094 4/28/17 | Takeoff Minimums and Obstacle DP,
Orig-A
22-Jun—-17 ...... FL Homestead Homestead General Aviation ............... 7/7095 4/28/17 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 10, Orig
22-Jun-17 ...... FL Homestead ... Homestead General Aviation .... 7/7096 4/28/17 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 28, Orig
22-Jun—17 ...... NY Dansville ........cccccvvveennnee. Dansville Muni ......ccc.coeevveieiieeccrieeeas 7/7123 4/28/17 | Takeoff Minimums and Obstacle DP,
Amdt 2
22-Jun—-17 ...... IL Monmouth ........cccceeeeennee. Monmouth Muni .......cccoocvevieiiiiiieeen, 717242 4/28/17 | Takeoff Minimums and Obstacle DP,
Amdt 2A
22—Jun—17 ...... NC Maxton ......cccceeeeeviiieeens Laurinburg-Maxton ............c.ccccceviieenn. 7/7550 4/13/17 | ILS OR LOC RWY 5, Amdt 2
22-Jun—-17 ...... NC Maxton ...... Laurinburg-Maxton . 7/7551 4/13/17 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 5, Amdt 1A
22—Jun—-17 ...... KY Glasgow ... Glasgow Muni ......ccocevivnineens 7/7554 4/13/17 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 8, Amdt 2
22-Jun—-17 ...... TN Greeneville ... Greeneville-Greene County Muni ........ 7/7555 4/11/17 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 5, Orig
22-Jun—-17 ...... TN Greeneville ... Greeneville-Greene County Muni ........ 7/7556 4/11/17 | NDB RWY 5, Amdt 5
22-Jun-17 ...... TN Lewisburg Ellington ..o 7/8083 4/11/17 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 20, Amdt 1
22-Jun-17 ...... NC Williamston ... Martin County . 7/8621 4/13/17 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 3, Amdt 1
22-Jun-17 ...... GA Adel ........... Cook County ... 7/8628 4/13/17 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 5, Amdt 1
22-Jun-17 ...... GA Adel ....... Cook County ....... 7/8629 4/13/17 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 23, Amdt 1
22—-Jun-17 ...... TN Millington ... Charles W Baker 7/9621 4/11/17 | VOR/DME RWY 18, Amdt 2
22-Jun-17 ...... PA Lebanon .... Keller Brothers ... 7/9993 4/13/17 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 7, Orig
22—Jun—-17 ...... PA Lebanon .......cccevieiinnne Keller Brothers .......c.ccocevvienieiincees 7/9994 4/13/17 | RNAV (GPS) RWY 25, Orig
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BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 97
[Docket No. 31136; Amdt. No. 3749]

Standard Instrument Approach
Procedures, and Takeoff Minimums
and Obstacle Departure Procedures;
Miscellaneous Amendments

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This rule establishes, amends,
suspends, or removes Standard
Instrument Approach Procedures
(SIAPs) and associated Takeoff
Minimums and Obstacle Departure
Procedures (ODPs) for operations at
certain airports. These regulatory
actions are needed because of the
adoption of new or revised criteria, or
because of changes occurring in the
National Airspace System, such as the
commissioning of new navigational
facilities, adding new obstacles, or
changing air traffic requirements. These
changes are designed to provide safe
and efficient use of the navigable
airspace and to promote safe flight
operations under instrument flight rules
at the affected airports.

DATES: This rule is effective June 20,
2017. The compliance date for each

SIAP, associated Takeoff Minimums,
and ODP is specified in the amendatory
provisions.

The incorporation by reference of
certain publications listed in the
regulations is approved by the Director
of the Federal Register as of June 20,
2017.

ADDRESSES: Availability of matters
incorporated by reference in the
amendment is as follows:

For Examination

1. U.S. Department of Transportation,
Docket Ops—M30, 1200 New Jersey
Avenue SE., West Bldg., Ground Floor,
Washington, DC 20590—-0001.

2. The FAA Air Traffic Organization
Service Area in which the affected
airport is located;

3. The office of Aeronautical
Navigation Products, 6500 South
MacArthur Blvd., Oklahoma City, OK
73169 or,

4. The National Archives and Records
Administration (NARA). For
information on the availability of this
material at NARA, call 202-741-6030,
or go to: http://www.archives.gov/
federal register/code_of federal
regulations/ibr locations.html.

Availability

All SIAPs and Takeoff Minimums and
ODPs are available online free of charge.
Visit the National Flight Data Center at
nfdc.faa.gov to register. Additionally,
individual SIAP and Takeoff Minimums
and ODP copies may be obtained from
the FAA Air Traffic Organization

Service Area in which the affected
airport is located.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Thomas J. Nichols, Flight Procedure
Standards Branch (AFS—420), Flight
Technologies and Programs Divisions,
Flight Standards Service, Federal
Aviation Administration, Mike
Monroney Aeronautical Center, 6500
South MacArthur Blvd., Oklahoma City,
OK 73169 (Mail Address: P.O. Box
25082, Oklahoma City, OK 73125)
Telephone: (405) 954—4164.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This rule
amends Title 14 of the Code of Federal
Regulations, Part 97 (14 CFR part 97), by
establishing, amending, suspending, or
removes SIAPS, Takeoff Minimums
and/or ODPS. The complete regulatory
description of each SIAP and its
associated Takeoff Minimums or ODP
for an identified airport is listed on FAA
form documents which are incorporated
by reference in this amendment under 5
U.S.C. 552(a), 1 CFR part 51, and 14
CFR part § 97.20. The applicable FAA
forms are FAA Forms 8260-3, 82604,
8260-5, 8260—15A, and 8260—15B when
required by an entry on 8260—-15A.

The large number of SIAPs, Takeoff
Minimums and ODPs, their complex
nature, and the need for a special format
make publication in the Federal
Register expensive and impractical.
Further, airmen do not use the
regulatory text of the SIAPs, Takeoff
Minimums or ODPs, but instead refer to
their graphic depiction on charts
printed by publishers of aeronautical
materials. Thus, the advantages of
incorporation by reference are realized


http://www.archives.gov/federal_register/code_of_federal_regulations/ibr_locations.html
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and publication of the complete
description of each SIAP, Takeoff
Minimums and ODP listed on FAA form
documents is unnecessary. This
amendment provides the affected CFR
sections and specifies the types of
SIAPs, Takeoff Minimums and ODPs
with their applicable effective dates.
This amendment also identifies the
airport and its location, the procedure,
and the amendment number.

Availability and Summary of Material
Incorporated by Reference

The material incorporated by
reference is publicly available as listed
in the ADDRESSES section.

The material incorporated by
reference describes SIAPS, Takeoff
Minimums and/or ODPS as identified in
the amendatory language for part 97 of
this final rule.

The Rule

This amendment to 14 CFR part 97 is
effective upon publication of each
separate SIAP, Takeoff Minimums and
ODP as Amended in the transmittal.
Some SIAP and Takeoff Minimums and
textual ODP amendments may have
been issued previously by the FAA in a
Flight Data Center (FDC) Notice to
Airmen (NOTAM) as an emergency
action of immediate flight safety relating
directly to published aeronautical
charts.

The circumstances that created the
need for some SIAP and Takeoff
Minimums and ODP amendments may
require making them effective in less
than 30 days. For the remaining SIAPs
and Takeoff Minimums and ODPs, an
effective date at least 30 days after
publication is provided.

Further, the SIAPs and Takeoff
Minimums and ODPs contained in this
amendment are based on the criteria
contained in the U.S. Standard for
Terminal Instrument Procedures
(TERPS). In developing these SIAPs and
Takeoff Minimums and ODPs, the
TERPS criteria were applied to the
conditions existing or anticipated at the
affected airports. Because of the close
and immediate relationship between
these SIAPs, Takeoff Minimums and
ODPs, and safety in air commerce, I find
that notice and public procedure under
5 U.S.C. 553(b) are impracticable and
contrary to the public interest and,
where applicable, under 5 U.S.C. 553(d),
good cause exists for making some
SIAPs effective in less than 30 days.

The FAA has determined that this
regulation only involves an established
body of technical regulations for which
frequent and routine amendments are
necessary to keep them operationally
current. It, therefore—(1) is not a

“significant regulatory action”” under
Executive Order 12866; (2) is not a
“significant rule” under DOT
Regulatory Policies and Procedures (44
FR 11034; February 26,1979); and (3)
does not warrant preparation of a
regulatory evaluation as the anticipated
impact is so minimal. For the same
reason, the FAA certifies that this
amendment will not have a significant
economic impact on a substantial
number of small entities under the

criteria of the Regulatory Flexibility Act.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 97

Air traffic control, Airports,
Incorporation by reference, Navigation
(air).

Issued in Washington, DC, on May 19,
2017.

John S. Duncan,
Director, Flight Standards Service.

Adoption of the Amendment

Accordingly, pursuant to the
authority delegated to me, Title 14,
Code of Federal Regulations, Part 97 (14
CFR part 97) is amended by
establishing, amending, suspending, or
removing Standard Instrument
Approach Procedures and/or Takeoff
Minimums and Obstacle Departure
Procedures effective at 0901 UTC on the
dates specified, as follows:

PART 97—STANDARD INSTRUMENT
APPROACH PROCEDURES

m 1. The authority citation for part 97
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(f), 106(g), 40103,
40106, 40113, 40114, 40120, 44502, 44514,
44701, 44719, 44721-44722.

m 2. Part 97 is amended to read as
follows:

Effective 22 June 2017

Bethel, AK, Bethel, ILS Y OR LOC Y RWY
19R, Orig-D

Bethel, AK, Bethel, ILS Z OR LOC Z RWY
19R, Amdt 7E

Bethel, AK, Bethel, RNAV (GPS) RWY 1L,
Amdt 1C

Bethel, AK, Bethel, RNAV (GPS) RWY 1R,
Amdt 1

Bethel, AK, Bethel, RNAV (GPS) RWY 19L,
Amdt 1

Bethel, AK, Bethel, RNAV (GPS) RWY 19R,
Amdt 2D

Bethel, AK, Bethel, RNAV (GPS)-A, Amdt 1B

Bethel, AK, Bethel, Takeoff Minimums and
Obstacle DP, Amdt 4

Bethel, AK, Bethel, VOR RWY 1L, Amdt 2C

Bishop, CA, Bishop, Takeoff Minimums and
Obstacle DP, Amdt 4

Concord, CA, Buchanan Field, LDA RWY
19R, Amdt 8

Concord, CA, Buchanan Field, RNAV (GPS)
RWY 19R, Amdt 1

Concord, CA, Buchanan Field, RNAV (GPS)
Y RWY 19R, Amdt 1A, CANCELED

Concord, CA, Buchanan Field, VOR RWY
19R, Amdt 14

El Monte, CA, San Gabriel Valley, Takeoff
Minimums and Obstacle DP, Amdt 6

Livermore, CA, Livermore Muni,
LIVERMORE TWO, Graphic DP

Livermore, CA, Livermore Muni, Takeoff
Minimums and Obstacle DP, Amdt 4

Oakdale, CA, Oakdale, RNAV (GPS) RWY 10,
Amdt 2

Oakdale, CA, Oakdale, RNAV (GPS) RWY 28,
Amdt 2

Oakdale, CA, Oakdale, VOR-A, Amdt 1

Willows, CA, Willows-Glenn County, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 34, Orig-B

Willows, CA, Willows-Glenn County, Takeoff
Minimums and Obstacle DP, Amdt 2

Willows, CA, Willows-Glenn County, VOR
RWY 34, Orig

Willows, CA, Willows-Glenn County, VOR/
DME RWY 34, Amdt 5A, CANCELED

Kremmling, CO, Mc Elroy Airfield, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 27, Orig

Thomasville, GA, Thomasville Rgnl, ILS OR
LOC RWY 22, Amdt 1

Thomasville, GA, Thomasville Rgnl, NDB
RWY 22, Amdt 7

Thomasville, GA, Thomasville Rgnl, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 22, Amdt 1

Thomasville, GA, Thomasville Rgnl, Takeoff
Minimums and Obstacle DP, Amdt 2

Clarinda, IA, Schenck Field, Takeoff
Minimums and Obstacle DP, Amdt 1A

Sheldon, IA, Sheldon Rgnl, RNAV (GPS)
RWY 15, Amdt 1B

Sheldon, IA, Sheldon Rgnl, RNAV (GPS)
RWY 33, Amdt 1B

Sheldon, IA, Sheldon Rgnl, Takeoff
Minimums and Obstacle DP, Amdt 1

Mountain Home, ID, Mountain Home Muni,
NDB RWY 28, Amdt 3A, CANCELED

Mountain Home, ID, Mountain Home Muni,
RNAYV (GPS) RWY 28, Amdt 1

Mountain Home, ID, Mountain Home Muni,
Takeoff Minimums and Obstacle DP, Amdt
5

Chicago, IL, Chicago O'Hare Intl, ILS OR LOC
RWY 4R, Amdt 7

Chicago, IL, Chicago O'Hare Intl, ILS OR LOC
RWY 9L, ILS RWY 9L (SA CAT I), ILS
RWY 9L (CAT II), ILS RWY 9L (CAT III),
Amdt 4

Chicago, IL, Chicago O'Hare Intl, ILS OR LOC
RWY 9R, Amdt 12

Chicago, IL, Chicago O'Hare Intl, ILS OR LOC
RWY 10C, ILS RWY 10C (SA CAT I), ILS
RWY 10C (CAT II), ILS RWY 10C (CAT III),
Amdt 2

Chicago, IL, Chicago O'Hare Intl, ILS OR LOC
RWY 10L, ILS RWY 10L (SA CATI), ILS
RWY 10L (CAT II), ILS RWY 10L (CAT III),
Amdt 19

Chicago, IL, Chicago O'Hare Intl, ILS OR LOC
RWY 22L, Amdt 6

Chicago, IL, Chicago O'Hare Intl, ILS OR LOC
RWY 27L, ILS RWY 27L (SA CATI), ILS
RWY 27L (CAT II), ILS RWY 27L (CAT III),
Amdt 31

Chicago, IL, Chicago O'Hare Intl, ILS OR LOC
RWY 27R, ILS RWY 27R (SA CAT I), ILS
RWY 27R (CAT II), ILS RWY 27R (CAT III),
Amdt 4

Chicago, IL, Chicago O'Hare Intl, ILS OR LOC
RWY 28C, ILS RWY 28C (SA CAT I), ILS
RWY 28C (CAT II), ILS RWY 28C (CAT III),
Amdt 2
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Chicago, IL, Chicago O’Hare Intl, ILS OR LOC
RWY 28R, ILS RWY 28R (SA CAT I), ILS
RWY 28R (CAT II), ILS RWY 28R (CAT III),
Amdt 18

Chicago, IL, Chicago O’Hare Intl, ILS PRM
RWY 10C, ILS PRM RWY 10C (SA CAT I),
ILS PRM RWY 10C (CAT II), ILS PRM
RWY 10C (CAT III), (CLOSE PARALLEL),
Amdt 1

Chicago, IL, Chicago O’Hare Intl, ILS PRM
RWY 28C, ILS PRM RWY 28C (SA CAT I),
ILS PRM RWY 28C (CAT II), ILS PRM
RWY 28C (CAT III), (CLOSE PARALLEL),
Amdt 1

Chicago, IL, Chicago O’Hare Intl, ILS PRM Y
RWY 10R, (CLOSE PARALLEL), Orig-A

Chicago, IL, Chicago O’Hare Intl, ILS Y OR
LOCY RWY 10R, Orig-A

Chicago, IL, Chicago O’Hare Intl, ILS Z OR
LOC Z RWY 10R, ILS Z RWY 10R (SA CAT
I), ILS Z RWY 10R (CAT II), ILS Z RWY
10R (CAT III), Orig

Chicago, IL, Chicago O’Hare Intl, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 22L, Amdt 2

Chicago, IL, Chicago O’Hare Intl, RNAV
(GPS) PRM Y RWY 10R, (CLOSE
PARALLEL), Orig-A

Chicago, IL, Chicago O’Hare Intl, RNAV
(GPS) Y RWY 10R, Orig-A

Chicago, IL, Chicago O’Hare Intl, RNAV
(GPS) Z RWY 10R, Orig

Fort Wayne, IN, Fort Wayne Intl, RADAR-1,
Amdt 26A

Jackson, KY, Julian Carroll, Takeoff
Minimums and Obstacle DP, Amdt 2

Bowie, MD, Freeway, Takeoff Minimums and
Obstacle DP, Amdt 3

Rockland, ME, Knox County Rgnl, ILS OR
LOC RWY 13, Amdt 2

Rockland, ME, Knox County Rgnl, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 13, Orig

Charlotte, MI, Fitch H Beach, RNAV (GPS)
RWY 21, Amdt 1

Charlotte, MI, Fitch H Beach, Takeoff
Minimums and Obstacle DP, Amdt 3

Charlotte, MI, Fitch H Beach, VOR RWY 20,
Amdt 11A, CANCELED

Winona, MN, Winona Muni-Max Conrad Fld,
ILS Y OR LOC Y RWY 30, Orig-A

Winona, MN, Winona Muni-Max Conrad FId,
ILS Z OR LOC Z RWY 30, Orig-A

Winona, MN, Winona Muni-Max Conrad FId,
RNAV (GPS) RWY 12, Orig

Winona, MN, Winona Muni-Max Conrad FId,
RNAYV (GPS) RWY 30, Amdt 2A

Winona, MN, Winona Muni-Max Conrad FId,
Takeoff Minimums and Obstacle DP, Amdt
5A

Asheboro, NC, Asheboro Rgnl, RNAV (GPS)
RWY 3, Amdt 1

Asheboro, NC, Asheboro Rgnl, RNAV (GPS)
RWY 21, Amdt 1

Gothenburg, NE., Gothenburg Muni, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 3, Orig-B

Gothenburg, NE., Gothenburg Muni, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 21, Orig-B

Gothenburg, NE., Gothenburg Muni, VOR-A,
Amdt 3A

Santa Teresa, NM, Dona Ana County Intl
Jetport, RNAV (GPS) RWY 10, Orig-B

Santa Teresa, NM, Dona Ana County Intl
Jetport, Takeoff Minimums and Obstacle
DP, Orig-B

Poughkeepsie, NY, Hudson Valley Rgnl, ILS
OR LOC RWY 6, Amdt 6D

Poughkeepsie, NY, Hudson Valley Rgnl,
RNAV (GPS) RWY 24, Orig-E

Poughkeepsie, NY, Hudson Valley Rgnl, VOR
RWY 24, Amdt 4F

Poughkeepsie, NY, Hudson Valley Rgnl,
VOR-A, Amdt 11E

Columbus, OH, John Glenn Columbus Intl
Airport, ILS OR LOC RWY 10L, Amdt 19B

Columbus, OH, John Glenn Columbus Intl
Airport, ILS OR LOC RWY 10R, ILS RWY
10R (SA CATI), ILS RWY 10R (SA CAT
1I), Amdt 9C

Columbus, OH, John Glenn Columbus Intl
Airport, ILS OR LOC RWY 28L, ILS RWY
28L (SA CAT I), ILS RWY 28L (CAT II),
Amdt 30A

Columbus, OH, John Glenn Columbus Intl
Airport, ILS OR LOC RWY 28R, Amdt 4B

Columbus, OH, John Glenn Columbus Intl
Airport, RNAV (GPS) Y RWY 10L, Amdt
3B

Columbus, OH, John Glenn Columbus Intl
Airport, RNAV (GPS) Y RWY 10R, Amdt
3B

Columbus, OH, John Glenn Columbus Intl
Airport, RNAV (GPS) Y RWY 28L, Amdt
3B

Columbus, OH, John Glenn Columbus Intl
Airport, RNAV (GPS) Y RWY 28R, Amdt
2B

Columbus, OH, John Glenn Columbus Intl
Airport, RNAV (RNP) Z RWY 10L, Amdt
1B

Columbus, OH, John Glenn Columbus Intl
Airport, RNAV (RNP) Z RWY 10R, Amdt
1B

Columbus, OH, John Glenn Columbus Intl
Airport, RNAV (RNP) Z RWY 28L, Amdt
1B

Columbus, OH, John Glenn Columbus Intl
Airport, RNAV (RNP) Z RWY 28R, Amdt
1B

Perry, OK, Perry Muni, RNAV (GPS) RWY 35,
Orig

Williamsport, PA, Williamsport Rgnl, ILS OR
LOC RWY 27, Amdt 17

Williamsport, PA, Williamsport Rgnl, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 27, Orig

Williamsport, PA, Williamsport Rgnl, Takeoff
Minimums and Obstacle DP, Amdt 6

Bay City, TX, Bay City Rgnl, RNAV (GPS)
RWY 13, Orig-B

Bay City, TX, Bay City Rgnl, RNAV (GPS)
RWY 31, Orig-B

Bay City, TX, Bay City Rgnl, VOR-A, Amdt
4C

Midland, TX, Midland Intl Air and Space
Port, RADAR-1, Amdt 7

Nacogdoches, TX, Nacogdoches A L
Mangham Jr Rgnl, ILS OR LOC RWY 36,
Amdt 3E

Nacogdoches, TX, Nacogdoches A L
Mangham Jr Rgnl, NDB RWY 18, Amdt 1C

Nacogdoches, TX, Nacogdoches A L
Mangham Jr Rgnl, RNAV (GPS) RWY 18,
Orig-A

Nacogdoches, TX, Nacogdoches A L
Mangham Jr Rgnl, RNAV (GPS) RWY 36,
Orig-B

Nacogdoches, TX, Nacogdoches A L
Mangham Jr Rgnl, Takeoff Minimums and
Obstacle DP, Amdt 2A Emporia, VA,
Emporia-Greensville Rgnl, RNAV (GPS)
RWY 16, Amdt 2

Emporia, VA, Emporia-Greensville Rgnl,
RNAV (GPS) RWY 34, Amdt 2

Morrisville, VT, Morrisville-Stowe State,
RNAV (GPS) Y RWY 19, Amdt 2

Morrisville, VT, Morrisville-Stowe State,
RNAV (GPS) Z RWY 19, Amdt 2

Marshfield, WI, Marshfield Muni, NDB RWY
16, Amdt 11

Marshfield, WI, Marshfield Muni, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 16, Amdt 1

Marshfield, WI, Marshfield Muni, SDF RWY
34, Amdt 7

Wisconsin Rapids, WI, Alexander Field
South Wood County, NDB RWY 2, Amdt
6A, CANCELED

Wisconsin Rapids, WI, Alexander Field
South Wood County, RNAV (GPS) RWY
20, Amdt 1

Wisconsin Rapids, WI, Alexander Field
South Wood County, SDF RWY 2, Amdt
5A, CANCELED
Rescinded: On May 5, 2017 (82 FR 21114),

the FAA published an Amendment in Docket

No. 31130, Amdt No. 3743 to Part 97 of the

Federal Aviation Regulations under section

97.27 and 97.33, the following entries for

Colorado City, AZ and Mosinee, WI, effective

June 22, 2017, and are hereby rescinded in

their entirety:

Colorado City, AZ, Colorado City Muni,
NDB-A, Amdt 1

Colorado City, AZ, Colorado City Muni,
RNAV (GPS) RWY 11, Orig

Colorado City, AZ, Colorado City Muni,
RNAYV (GPS) RWY 29, Orig

Mosinee, WI, Central Wisconsin, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 8, Amdt 1C

Mosinee, WI, Central Wisconsin, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 26, Amdt 1C

Mosinee, WI, Central Wisconsin, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 35, Amdt 2

[FR Doc. 2017-12462 Filed 6-19-17; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 97
[Docket No. 31137; Amdt. No. 3750]

Standard Instrument Approach
Procedures, and Takeoff Minimums
and Obstacle Departure Procedures;
Miscellaneous Amendments

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This rule amends, suspends,
or removes Standard Instrument
Approach Procedures (SIAPs) and
associated Takeoff Minimums and
Obstacle Departure Procedures for
operations at certain airports. These
regulatory actions are needed because of
the adoption of new or revised criteria,
or because of changes occurring in the
National Airspace System, such as the
commissioning of new navigational
facilities, adding new obstacles, or
changing air traffic requirements. These
changes are designed to provide for the
safe and efficient use of the navigable
airspace and to promote safe flight
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operations under instrument flight rules
at the affected airports.

DATES: This rule is effective June 20,
2017. The compliance date for each
SIAP, associated Takeoff Minimums,
and ODP is specified in the amendatory
provisions.

The incorporation by reference of
certain publications listed in the
regulations is approved by the Director
of the Federal Register as of June 20,
2017.

ADDRESSES: Availability of matter
incorporated by reference in the
amendment is as follows:

For Examination

1. U.S. Department of Transportation,
Docket Ops—M30, 1200 New Jersey
Avenue SE., West Bldg., Ground Floor,
Washington, DC 20590-0001;

2. The FAA Air Traffic Organization
Service Area in which the affected
airport is located;

3. The office of Aeronautical
Navigation Products, 6500 South
MacArthur Blvd., Oklahoma City, OK
73169 or,

4. The National Archives and Records
Administration (NARA). For
information on the availability of this
material at NARA, call 202—-741-6030,
or go to: http://www.archives.gov/
federal register/code_of federal
regulations/ibr locations.html.

Availability

All SIAPs and Takeoff Minimums and
ODPs are available online free of charge.
Visit the National Flight Data Center
online at nfdc.faa.gov to register.
Additionally, individual SIAP and
Takeoff Minimums and ODP copies may
be obtained from the FAA Air Traffic
Organization Service Area in which the
affected airport is located.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Thomas J. Nichols, Flight Procedure
Standards Branch (AFS—420) Flight
Technologies and Procedures Division,
Flight Standards Service, Federal
Aviation Administration, Mike
Monroney Aeronautical Center, 6500
South MacArthur Blvd., Oklahoma City,
OK 73169 (Mail Address: P.O. Box
25082, Oklahoma City, OK 73125)
telephone: (405) 954—4164.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This rule
amends Title 14, Code of Federal
Regulations, Part 97 (14 CFR part 97) by
amending the referenced SIAPs. The
complete regulatory description of each
SIAP is listed on the appropriate FAA
Form 8260, as modified by the National
Flight Data Center (NFDC)/Permanent
Notice to Airmen (P-NOTAM), and is
incorporated by reference under 5

U.S.C. 552(a), 1 CFR part 51, and 14
CFR 97.20. The large number of SIAPs,
their complex nature, and the need for
a special format make their verbatim
publication in the Federal Register
expensive and impractical. Further,
airmen do not use the regulatory text of
the SIAPs, but refer to their graphic
depiction on charts printed by
publishers of aeronautical materials.
Thus, the advantages of incorporation
by reference are realized and
publication of the complete description
of each SIAP contained on FAA form
documents is unnecessary.

This amendment provides the affected
CFR sections, and specifies the SIAPs
and Takeoff Minimums and ODPs with
their applicable effective dates. This
amendment also identifies the airport
and its location, the procedure and the
amendment number.

Availability and Summary of Material
Incorporated by Reference

The material incorporated by
reference is publicly available as listed
in the ADDRESSES section.

The material incorporated by
reference describes SIAPs, Takeoff
Minimums and ODPs as identified in
the amendatory language for part 97 of
this final rule.

The Rule

This amendment to 14 CFR part 97 is
effective upon publication of each
separate SIAP and Takeoff Minimums
and ODP as amended in the transmittal.
For safety and timeliness of change
considerations, this amendment
incorporates only specific changes
contained for each SIAP and Takeoff
Minimums and ODP as modified by
FDC permanent NOTAMs.

The SIAPs and Takeoff Minimums
and ODPs, as modified by FDC
permanent NOTAM, and contained in
this amendment are based on the
criteria contained in the U.S. Standard
for Terminal Instrument Procedures
(TERPS). In developing these changes to
SIAPs and Takeoff Minimums and
ODPs, the TERPS criteria were applied
only to specific conditions existing at
the affected airports. All SIAP
amendments in this rule have been
previously issued by the FAA in a FDC
NOTAM as an emergency action of
immediate flight safety relating directly
to published aeronautical charts.

The circumstances that created the
need for these SIAP and Takeoff
Minimums and ODP amendments
require making them effective in less
than 30 days.

Because of the close and immediate
relationship between these SIAPs,

Takeoff Minimums and ODPs, and
safety in air commerce, I find that notice
and public procedure under 5 U.S.C.
553(b) are impracticable and contrary to
the public interest and, where
applicable, under 5 U.S.C. 553(d), good
cause exists for making these SIAPs
effective in less than 30 days.

The FAA has determined that this
regulation only involves an established
body of technical regulations for which
frequent and routine amendments are
necessary to keep them operationally
current. It, therefore—(1) is not a
“significant regulatory action” under
Executive Order 12866; (2) is not a
“significant rule” under DOT regulatory
Policies and Procedures (44 FR 11034;
February 26, 1979); and (3) does not
warrant preparation of a regulatory
evaluation as the anticipated impact is
so minimal. For the same reason, the
FAA certifies that this amendment will
not have a significant economic impact
on a substantial number of small entities
under the criteria of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 97

Air traffic control, Airports,
Incorporation by reference, Navigation
(air).

Issued in Washington, DC, on May 19,
2017.

John S. Duncan,
Director, Flight Standards Service.

Adoption of the Amendment

Accordingly, pursuant to the
authority delegated to me, Title 14,
Code of Federal regulations, Part 97, (14
CFR part 97), is amended by amending
Standard Instrument Approach
Procedures and Takeoff Minimums and
ODPs, effective at 0901 UTC on the
dates specified, as follows:

PART 97—STANDARD INSTRUMENT
APPROACH PROCEDURES

m 1. The authority citation for part 97
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(f), 106(g), 40103,
40106, 40113, 40114, 40120, 44502, 44514,
44701, 44719, 44721-44722.

m 2. Part 97 is amended to read as
follows:

By amending: § 97.23 VOR, VOR/
DME, VOR or TACAN, and VOR/DME
or TACAN; §97.25 LOC, LOC/DME,
LDA, LDA/DME, SDF, SDF/DME;
§97.27 NDB, NDB/DME; § 97.29 ILS,
ILS/DME, MLS, MLS/DME, MLS/RNAV;
§97.31 RADAR SIAPs; §97.33 RNAV
SIAPs; and § 97.35 COPTER SIAPs,
Identified as follows:

* * * Effective Upon Publication
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AIRAC date State City Airport FDC No. FDC date Subject
22-Jun-17 .......... TX Mineola ........ccccoeeeeiiinnnen.. Mineola Wisener Field ....... 711174 5/8/17 | VOR-A, Amdt 6A.
22-Jun-17 .......... NJ Readington ..........cccoceveiene Solberg-Hunterdon ............. 7/6466 5/4/17 RNAy (GPS) RWY 22,
22-Jun-17 .......... NJ Readington ..........cccocveiene Solberg-Hunterdon ............. 7/6467 5/4/17 RNO:\?-(%PS) RWY 4, Orig-
22-Jun-17 .......... NJ Readington ..........cccocveiene Solberg-Hunterdon ............. 7/6468 5/4/17 V(?R RWY 4, Amdt 1B.

[FR Doc. 2017-12465 Filed 6-19-17; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration
14 CFR Part 97

[Docket No. 31134; Amdt. No. 3747]

Standard Instrument Approach
Procedures, and Takeoff Minimums
and Obstacle Departure Procedures;
Miscellaneous Amendments

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This rule establishes, amends,
suspends, or removes Standard
Instrument Approach Procedures
(SIAPs) and associated Takeoff
Minimums and Obstacle Departure
Procedures (ODPs) for operations at
certain airports. These regulatory
actions are needed because of the
adoption of new or revised criteria, or
because of changes occurring in the
National Airspace System, such as the
commissioning of new navigational
facilities, adding new obstacles, or
changing air traffic requirements. These
changes are designed to provide safe
and efficient use of the navigable
airspace and to promote safe flight
operations under instrument flight rules
at the affected airports.

DATES: This rule is effective June 20,
2017. The compliance date for each
SIAP, associated Takeoff Minimums,
and ODP is specified in the amendatory
provisions.

The incorporation by reference of
certain publications listed in the
regulations is approved by the Director
of the Federal Register as of June 20,
2017.

ADDRESSES: Availability of matters
incorporated by reference the
amendment is as follows:

For Examination

1. U.S. Department of Transportation,
Docket Ops—M30, 1200 New Jersey
Avenue SE., West Bldg., Ground Floor,
Washington, DC 20590-0001.

2. The FAA Air Traffic Organization
Service Area in which the affected
airport is located;

3. The office of Aeronautical
Navigation Products, 6500 South
MacArthur Blvd., Oklahoma City, OK
73169 or,

4. The National Archives and Records
Administration (NARA). For
information on the availability of this
material at NARA, call 202-741-6030,
or go to: http://www.archives.gov/
federal register/code_of federal
regulations/ibr locations.html.

Availability

All SIAPs and Takeoff Minimums and
ODPs are available online free of charge.
Visit the National Flight Data Center at
nfdc.faa.gov to register. Additionally,
individual SIAP and Takeoff Minimums
and ODP copies may be obtained from
the FAA Air Traffic Organization
Service Area in which the affected
airport is located.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Thomas J. Nichols, Flight Procedure
Standards Branch (AFS—420), Flight
Technologies and Programs Divisions,
Flight Standards Service, Federal
Aviation Administration, Mike
Monroney Aeronautical Center, 6500
South MacArthur Blvd., Oklahoma City,
OK 73169 (Mail Address: P.O. Box
25082, Oklahoma City, OK 73125)
Telephone: (405) 954—4164.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This rule
amends Title 14 of the Code of Federal
Regulations, Part 97 (14 CFR part 97), by
establishing, amending, suspending, or
removes SIAPS, Takeoff Minimums
and/or ODPS. The complete regulatory
description of each SIAP and its
associated Takeoff Minimums or ODP
for an identified airport is listed on FAA
form documents which are incorporated
by reference in this amendment under 5
U.S.C. 552(a), 1 CFR part 51, and 14
CFR part § 97.20. The applicable FAA
forms are FAA Forms 8260-3, 82604,
8260-5, 8260—15A, and 8260—15B when
required by an entry on 8260-15A.

The large number of SIAPs, Takeoff
Minimums and ODPs, their complex
nature, and the need for a special format
make publication in the Federal
Register expensive and impractical.
Further, airmen do not use the
regulatory text of the SIAPs, Takeoff

Minimums or ODPs, but instead refer to
their graphic depiction on charts
printed by publishers of aeronautical
materials. Thus, the advantages of
incorporation by reference are realized
and publication of the complete
description of each SIAP, Takeoff
Minimums and ODP listed on FAA form
documents is unnecessary. This
amendment provides the affected CFR
sections and specifies the types of
SIAPs, Takeoff Minimums and ODPs
with their applicable effective dates.
This amendment also identifies the
airport and its location, the procedure,
and the amendment number.

Availability and Summary of Material
Incorporated by Reference

The material incorporated by
reference is publicly available as listed
in the ADDRESSES section.

The material incorporated by
reference describes SIAPS, Takeoff
Minimums and/or ODPS as identified in
the amendatory language for part 97 of
this final rule.

The Rule

This amendment to 14 CFR part 97 is
effective upon publication of each
separate SIAP, Takeoff Minimums and
ODP as Amended in the transmittal.
Some SIAP and Takeoff Minimums and
textual ODP amendments may have
been issued previously by the FAA in a
Flight Data Center (FDC) Notice to
Airmen (NOTAM) as an emergency
action of immediate flight safety relating
directly to published aeronautical
charts.

The circumstances that created the
need for some SIAP and Takeoff
Minimums and ODP amendments may
require making them effective in less
than 30 days. For the remaining SIAPs
and Takeoff Minimums and ODPs, an
effective date at least 30 days after
publication is provided.

Further, the SIAPs and Takeoff
Minimums and ODPs contained in this
amendment are based on the criteria
contained in the U.S. Standard for
Terminal Instrument Procedures
(TERPS). In developing these SIAPs and
Takeoff Minimums and ODPs, the
TERPS criteria were applied to the
conditions existing or anticipated at the
affected airports. Because of the close
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and immediate relationship between
these SIAPs, Takeoff Minimums and
ODPs, and safety in air commerce, I find
that notice and public procedure under
5 U.S.C. 553(b) are impracticable and
contrary to the public interest and,
where applicable, under 5 U.S.C. 553(d),
good cause exists for making some
SIAPs effective in less than 30 days.
The FAA has determined that this
regulation only involves an established
body of technical regulations for which
frequent and routine amendments are
necessary to keep them operationally
current. It, therefore—(1) is not a
“significant regulatory action” under
Executive Order 12866; (2) is not a
“significant rule” under DOT
Regulatory Policies and Procedures (44
FR 11034; February 26, 1979); and (3)
does not warrant preparation of a
regulatory evaluation as the anticipated
impact is so minimal. For the same
reason, the FAA certifies that this
amendment will not have a significant
economic impact on a substantial
number of small entities under the
criteria of the Regulatory Flexibility Act.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 97

Air traffic control, Airports,
Incorporation by reference, Navigation
(air).

Issued in Washington, DC, on May 5, 2017.
John S. Duncan,

Director, Flight Standards Service.

Adoption of the Amendment

Accordingly, pursuant to the
authority delegated to me, Title 14,
Code of Federal Regulations, Part 97 (14
CFR part 97) is amended by
establishing, amending, suspending, or
removing Standard Instrument
Approach Procedures and/or Takeoff
Minimums and Obstacle Departure
Procedures effective at 0901 UTC on the
dates specified, as follows:

PART 97—STANDARD INSTRUMENT
APPROACH PROCEDURES

m 1. The authority citation for Part 97
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(f), 106(g), 40103,
40106, 40113, 40114, 40120, 44502, 44514,
44701, 44719, 44721-44722.

m 2. Part 97 is amended to read as
follows:

Effective 22 June 2017

Manokotak, AK, Manokotak, RNAV (GPS)
RWY 3, Orig-A

Manokotak, AK, Manokotak, RNAV (GPS)
RWY 21, Orig-A

Scottsboro, AL, Scottsboro Muni-Word Field,
RNAV (GPS) RWY 4, Orig-A

Scottsboro, AL, Scottsboro Muni-Word Field,
RNAV (GPS) RWY 22, Orig-A

Stuttgart, AR, Stuttgart Municipal Carl
Humphrey Field, ILS OR LOC RWY 386,
Orig-C

Stuttgart, AR, Stuttgart Municipal Carl
Humphrey Field, RNAV (GPS) RWY 9,
Orig-C

Stuttgart, AR, Stuttgart Municipal Carl
Humphrey Field, RNAV (GPS) RWY 18,
Amdt 1B

Stuttgart, AR, Stuttgart Municipal Carl
Humphrey Field, RNAV (GPS) RWY 27,
Amdt 1C

Stuttgart, AR, Stuttgart Municipal Carl
Humphrey Field, RNAV (GPS) RWY 36,
Amdt 1C

Stuttgart, AR, Stuttgart Municipal Carl
Humphrey Field, Takeoff Minimums and
Obstacle DP, Orig-A

Concord, CA, Buchanan Field, Takeoff
Minimums and Obstacle DP, Amdt 3

Grass Valley, CA, Nevada County Air Park,
GPS RWY 7, Orig-A, CANCELED

Oroville, CA, Oroville Muni, RNAV (GPS)
RWY 2, Amdt 1

Oroville, CA, Oroville Muni, Takeoff
Minimums and Obstacle DP, Amdt 4

Oroville, CA, Oroville Muni, VOR-A, Amdt
8

Rio Vista, CA, Rio Vista Muni, RNAV (GPS)
RWY 25, Amdt 3D

San Diego, CA, San Diego Intl, RNAV (GPS)
RWY 9, Amdt 1A

Weed, CA, Weed, FOBRO ONE, Graphic DP

Weed, CA, Weed, RNAV (GPS) RWY 14, Orig

Weed, CA, Weed, Takeoff Minimums and
Obstacle DP, Orig

Bridgeport, CT, Igor I Sikorsky Memorial, ILS
OR LOC RWY 6, Amdt 10

Bridgeport, CT, Igor I Sikorsky Memorial,
RNAV (GPS) RWY 6, Amdt 1

Bridgeport, CT, Igor I Sikorsky Memorial,
RNAV (GPS) RWY 24, Amdt 1

Bridgeport, CT, Igor I Sikorsky Memorial,
RNAV (GPS) RWY 29, Amdt 1

Bridgeport, CT, Igor I Sikorsky Memorial,
VOR RWY 24, Amdt 17

Fort Pierce, FL, Treasure Coast Intl, ILS OR
LOC RWY 10R, Amdt 4D

Milledgeville, GA, Baldwin County, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 10, Amdt 1A

Milledgeville, GA, Baldwin County, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 28, Amdt 1A

Chanute, KS, Chanute Martin Johnson, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 36, Orig-A

Independence, KS, Independence Muni, ILS
OR LOC RWY 35, Amdt 1D

Shreveport, LA, Shreveport Downtown,
RNAV (GPS) RWY 32, Orig

Troy, MI, Oakland/Troy, RNAV (GPS) RWY
9, Amdt 3

Kill Devil Hills, NC, First Flight, RNAV (GPS)
RWY 3, Orig

Kill Devil Hills, NC, First Flight, RNAV (GPS)
RWY 21, Orig

Kill Devil Hills, NC, First Flight, Takeoff
Minimums and Obstacle DP, Orig

Linton, ND, Linton Muni, RNAV (GPS) RWY
9, Orig-B

Linton, ND, Linton Muni, RNAV (GPS) RWY
27, Orig-B

Dunkirk, NY, Chautauqua County/Dunkirk,
RNAV (GPS) RWY 6, Orig-A, CANCELED

Dunkirk, NY, Chautauqua County/Dunkirk,
RNAV (GPS) RWY 15, Amdt 1

Dunkirk, NY, Chautauqua County/Dunkirk,
RNAV (GPS) RWY 24, Orig-A, CANCELED

Dunkirk, NY, Chautauqua County/Dunkirk,
RNAYV (GPS) RWY 33, Orig-B

Dunkirk, NY, Chautauqua County/Dunkirk,
RNAV (GPS)-A, Orig

Dunkirk, NY, Chautauqua County/Dunkirk,
RNAV (GPS)-B, Orig

Dunkirk, NY, Chautauqua County/Dunkirk,
VOR RWY 24, Amdt 8A, CANCELED

Poughkeepsie, NY, Hudson Valley Rgnl,
Takeoff Minimums and Obstacle DP, Amdt
2A

Watertown, NY, Watertown Intl, RNAV (GPS)
RWY 28, Amdt 1

Watertown, NY, Watertown Intl, Takeoff
Minimums and Obstacle DP, Amdt 2

Batavia, OH, Clermont County, RNAV (GPS)
RWY 4, Amdt 1C

Batavia, OH, Clermont County, RNAV (GPS)
RWY 22, Amdt 1D

Batavia, OH, Clermont County, VOR-B,
Amdt 7C

Enid, OK, Enid Woodring Rgnl, ILS OR LOC
RWY 35, Amdt 7

Enid, OK, Enid Woodring Rgnl, RNAV (GPS)
RWY 17, Amdt 1

Enid, OK, Enid Woodring Rgnl, RNAV (GPS)
RWY 35, Amdt 2

Jackson, TN, Mc Kellar-Sipes Rgnl, ILS OR
LOC RWY 2, Amdt 9

Jackson, TN, Mc Kellar-Sipes Rgnl, VOR
RWY 2, Amdt 13, CANCELED

Jamestown, TN, Jamestown Muni, RNAV
(GPS)-B, Orig

Jamestown, TN, Jamestown Muni, RNAV
(GPS)-C, Orig

Midland, TX, Midland Intl Air and Space
Port, ILS OR LOC RWY 10, Amdt 16C

Midland, TX, Midland Intl Air and Space
Port, RNAV (GPS) RWY 4, Amdt 1C

Midland, TX, Midland Intl Air and Space
Port, RNAV (GPS) RWY 10, Amdt 2B

Midland, TX, Midland Intl Air and Space
Port, RNAV (GPS) RWY 16R, Amdt 1B

Midland, TX, Midland Intl Air and Space
Port, RNAV (GPS) RWY 22, Amdt 1B

Midland, TX, Midland Intl Air and Space
Port, RNAV (GPS) RWY 28, Amdt 2B

Midland, TX, Midland Intl Air and Space
Port, RNAV (GPS) RWY 34L, Amdt 1B

Midland, TX, Midland Intl Air and Space
Port, Takeoff Minimums and Obstacle DP,
Amdt 1A

Midland, TX, Midland Intl Air and Space
Port, VOR OR TACAN RWY 16R, Amdt
23B

Midland, TX, Midland Intl Air and Space
Port, VOR OR TACAN RWY 34L, Amdt
10B

Robstown, TX, Nueces County, RNAV (GPS)
RWY 13, Amdt 1

Robstown, TX, Nueces County, RNAV (GPS)
RWY 31, Orig

Newport News, VA, Newport News/
Williamsburg Intl, ILS OR LOC RWY 7,
Amdt 34

Newport News, VA, Newport News/
Williamsburg Intl, ILS OR LOC RWY 25,
Amdt 2

Newport News, VA, Newport News/
Williamsburg Intl, LOC RWY 20, Amdt 1C

Newport News, VA, Newport News/
Williamsburg Intl, RNAV (GPS) RWY 2,
Amdt 1B

Newport News, VA, Newport News/
Williamsburg Intl, RNAV (GPS) RWY 7,
Amdt 4
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Newport News, VA, Newport News/
Williamsburg Intl, RNAV (GPS) RWY 20,
Amdt 2B

Newport News, VA, Newport News/
Williamsburg Intl, RNAV (GPS) RWY 25,
Amdt 3

[FR Doc. 2017-12464 Filed 6-19-17; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

COMMODITY FUTURES TRADING
COMMISSION

17 CFR Part 145
RIN 3038—-AE57

Revisions to Freedom of Information
Act Regulations

AGENCY: Commodity Futures Trading
Commission.

ACTION: Interim final rule with request
for comments.

SUMMARY: The Commodity Futures
Trading Commission (the
“Commission”) is revising certain
provisions of its regulations for
disclosing records under the Freedom of
Information Act (“FOIA”) to comply
with the FOIA Improvement Act of
2016. In addition, the regulations would
streamline the language of procedural
provisions concerning initial
determinations and administrative
appeals. The regulations have also been
updated to incorporate changes in the
Commission’s administrative structure,
remove superfluous verbiage, and
correct inaccurate text.

DATES: Effective Date: This rule is
effective July 20, 2017.

Comment Date: Comments must be
received on or before August 21, 2017.

Comments submitted by mail will be
accepted as timely if they are
postmarked on or before that date.
ADDRESSES: You may submit comments,
identified by RIN 3038—AE57, by one of
the following methods:

e CFTC Web site: https://
comments.cftc.gov. Follow the
instructions for submitting comments
through the Comments Online process
on the Web site.

e Mail: Christopher Kirkpatrick,
Secretary of the Commission,
Commodity Futures Trading
Commission, Three Lafayette Centre,
1155 21st Street NW., Washington, DC
20581.

e Hand Delivery/Courier: Same as
Mail, above.

e Federal eRulemaking Portal: http://
www.regulations.gov. Follow the
instructions for submitting comments.

Please submit your comments using
only one method.

Instructions: All submissions received
must include the agency name and RIN

number for this rulemaking. For
additional details on submitting
comments, see the ‘“Public
Participation” heading of the
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION section of
this document.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Candace Ambrose, Counsel, Office of
the General Counsel, (202) 418-5192.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This rule
revises the Commission’s FOIA
regulations to incorporate certain
changes codified by the FOIA
Improvement Act of 2016, Public Law
114-185, 130 Stat. 538 (June 30, 2016)
(““Act”). The Act requires each agency to
review its regulations and issue new
regulations in accordance with the Act’s
provisions. The Act requires agencies to
notify requesters of the availability of
dispute resolution services from the
agency’s FOIA Public Liaison and the
National Archives and Records
Administration’s Office of Government
Information Services (““OGIS”). The Act
also incorporates the Department of
Justice’s foreseeable harm standard,
specifying that an agency shall withhold
information only if the agency
reasonably foresees that disclosure
would harm an interest protected by an
exemption. 5 U.S.C. 552(a)(8)(A)(1) ().
This provision requires agencies to
consider whether partial disclosure is
possible and to take reasonable steps to
segregate and release nonexempt
information. In accordance with the Act,
this rule incorporates the sunset
provision for the deliberative process
privilege. The Act also increases the
time limit for requesters to file an
administrative appeal to 90 days. This
rule updates the Commission’s
regulations in 17 CFR part 145 to
incorporate those statutory changes.
This rule also contains several technical
amendments to reflect the Commission’s
current organizational structure,
eliminate unnecessary text, and correct
erroneous citations.

Section 145.0 (Definitions) is revised
to (1) eliminate the term Assistant
Secretary because the position referred
to—Assistant Secretary of the
Commission for FOI, Privacy, and
Sunshine Acts Compliance—is defunct;
(2) update the definition of Compliance
Staff to reflect the current organizational
structure; and (3) add paragraph letters
before each defined term for easier
cross-reference throughout part 145.

Section 145.4 (Public records
available with identifying details
deleted; nonpublic records available in
abridged or summary form) is revised to
update cross-references with the
paragraph letters corresponding to the
defined terms.

Section 145.5 (Disclosure of
nonpublic records) is revised to
incorporate the foreseeable harm
standard codified by the Act, which
provides that an agency shall withhold
information under FOIA only if the
agency reasonably foresees that
disclosure would harm an interest
protected by an exemption, or
disclosure is prohibited by law. This
section is also revised to reflect the
requirement in the Act that agencies
consider whether partial disclosure of
information is possible whenever
agencies determine that full disclosure
of a requested record is not possible.

Paragraph (e) of § 145.5 is revised to
include the three traditional privileges
incorporated into Exemption 5 of FOIA
and to conform to the requirement of the
Act which states that the deliberative
process privilege shall not apply to
records created 25 years or more before
the date on which the records were
requested. This paragraph is also
revised to remove superfluous text
concerning Exemption 5.

Section 145.6 (Commission offices to
contact for assistance; registration
records available) is revised to reflect
the current addressee for requests for
non-public records and to reflect the
current addresses for the regional
offices.

Paragraph (b) of § 145.7 (Requests for
Commission records and copies thereof)
is revised to indicate to whom requests
for nonpublic records should be
addressed and to delete references to
Assistant Secretary of the Commission
for FOI, Privacy and Sunshine Acts
Compliance since that position is
defunct, as noted above.

Paragraph (c) of § 145.7 is revised to
remove oral requests for records because
requests for records should be submitted
in a written format for record keeping
purposes and to eliminate unnecessary
text concerning misdirected requests.

Paragraph (f) of § 145.7 is revised to
replace the term Assistant Secretary
with Office of General Counsel because
the Assistant Secretary of the
Commission for FOI, Privacy and
Sunshine Acts Compliance position is
defunct.

Paragraph (g) of § 145.7 is revised to
correct erroneous text and to replace the
term Assistant Secretary with Office of
General Counsel because the Assistant
Secretary of the Commission for FOI,
Privacy and Sunshine Acts Compliance
position is defunct.

Paragraph (h) of § 145.7 is revised to
replace references to Assistant Secretary
with the term Compliance Staff or Office
of General Counsel where appropriate.
This paragraph is also revised to
incorporate the Act’s requirement that
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an affirmative determination informs
the requester of the availability of
assistance from the FOIA Public
Liaison. Additionally, this paragraph is
revised to incorporate the Act’s
requirement that an adverse
determination informs the requester of
the right to seek dispute resolution
services from the FOIA Public Liaison
and from OGIS. Further, this paragraph
is revised to provide requesters an
opportunity to modify the request and
to seek assistance from the FOIA Public
Liaison if the request involves unusual
circumstances. This paragraph is also
revised to conform to the requirement
under the Act that agencies inform
requesters of the right to seek dispute
resolution services from OGIS if the
request involves unusual circumstances.

Paragraph (i) of § 145.7 is revised to
extend the time to file an administrative
appeal to 90 days in conformity with the
Act. Further, this paragraph is revised to
include the requirement under the Act
to inform the requester of mediation
services offered by OGIS. This
paragraph is also revised to streamline
the process for administrative reviews
and to replace the term Assistant
Secretary with the term Compliance
Staff because the Assistant Secretary of
the Commission for FOI, Privacy and
Sunshine Acts Compliance position is
defunct. Moreover, this paragraph
corrects typographical errors.

Paragraph (j) of § 145.7 is revised to
replace the term Assistant Secretary
with the term Compliance Staff because
the Assistant Secretary of the
Commission for FOI, Privacy and
Sunshine Acts Compliance position is
defunct.

Section 145.8 (Fees for records
services) is revised to replace the term
Assistant Secretary with the term
Compliance Staff because the Assistant
Secretary of the Commission for FOI,
Privacy and Sunshine Acts Compliance
position is defunct.

Public Participation

The Commission is issuing an interim
rule to revise its FOIA regulations
because these changes merely reflect the
statutory amendments to FOIA that are
contained in the Act. This approach
enables these regulatory changes to take
effect sooner than would be possible
with the publication of a Notice of
Proposed Rulemaking in advance.
Nonetheless, the Commission welcomes
public comments from interested
persons regarding any aspect of the
changes made by this interim final rule.
Please refer to the ADDRESSES section
above. The Commission will consider
all public comments in drafting the final
rule.

All comments must be submitted in
English, or if not, accompanied by an
English translation. Except as described
below regarding confidential business
information, all comments are
considered part of the public record and
will be posted as received to http://
comments.cftc.gov for public inspection.
The information made available online
includes personal identifying
information (such as name and address)
which is voluntarily submitted by the
commenter. You should submit only
information that you wish to make
available publicly.

If you want to submit material that
you consider to be confidential business
information as part of your comment,
but do not want it to be posted online,
you must submit your comment by mail
or hand delivery/courier and include a
petition for confidential treatment as
described in § 145.9 of the
Commission’s regulations, 17 CFR
145.9.

The Commission reserves the right,
but shall have no obligation, to review,
pre-screen, filter, redact, refuse or
remove any or all of your submission
from http://comments.cftc.gov that it
may deem to be inappropriate for
publication, such as obscene language.
All submissions that have been redacted
or removed that contain comments on
the merits of the rulemaking will be
retained in the rulemaking record and
will be considered as required under the
Administrative Procedure Act and other
applicable laws, and may be accessible
under the FOIA.

Regulatory Certifications

Administrative Procedure Act. The
Administrative Procedure Act (“APA”),
5 U.S.C. 553 et seq., requires federal
agencies to publish a notice of proposed
rulemaking and provide an opportunity
for public comment before issuing a
new rule. Rules are exempt from notice
and comment if they are interpretive
rules, general statements of policy, or
rules of agency organization, procedure,
or practice. 5 U.S.C. 553(b)(3)(A). The
Commission has determined that this
exception applies. The subject rules do
not change the substantive standards the
agency applies in implementing FOIA to
the extent they conform to the changes
codified in the Act. Also, the
Commission has determined that the
rules concern its organization,
procedure, and practice because they
make updates to accurately reflect the
organizational structure of the agency.
Furthermore, an agency may also issue
a new rule without a pre-publication
public comment period when it for
“good cause” finds that prior notice and
comment is “impracticable,

unnecessary, or contrary to the public
interest.” 5 U.S.C. 553(b)(3)(B). The
Commission has determined that there
is good cause to find that a pre-
publication comment period is
unnecessary. These revisions to the
existing regulations in 17 CFR part 145
codify statutory changes and are
technical-administrative in nature. For
these reasons, the Commission’s
implementation of this rule as an
interim final rule, with provision for
post-promulgation public comment, is
in accordance with section 553(b) of the
APA.

Regulatory Flexibility Act. The
Regulatory Flexibility Act, 5 U.S.C. 601
et seq., requires federal agencies to
consider whether the rules they propose
will have a significant economic impact
on a substantial number of small entities
and, if so, to provide a regulatory
flexibility analysis regarding the
economic impact on those entities. This
rule amends the Commission’s FOIA
regulations to incorporate certain
statutory changes required by the Act,
and to reflect updates to the
Commission’s internal administrative
structure and to make editorial changes
to the regulations. Because the
Commission is not required to publish
a notice of proposed rulemaking for this
rule, a regulatory flexibility analysis is
not required. 5 U.S.C. 603(a).

Paperwork Reduction Act. The
Paperwork Reduction Act (“PRA™), 5
U.S.C. 3501 et seq., imposes certain
requirements on federal agencies in
connection with their conducting or
sponsoring any collection of
information. This rule does not contain
any new collection of information
requirements within the meaning of the
PRA. Thus, the PRA is inapplicable to
this rule.

List of Subjects in 17 CFR Part 145

Administrative practice and
procedure, Freedom of information.

For the reasons stated in the
preamble, the Commodity Futures
Trading Commission amends 17 CFR
part 145 as set forth below:

PART 145—COMMISSION RECORDS
AND INFORMATION

m 1. The authority citation for part 145
is revised to read as follows:

AuthOI‘ity: Pub. L. 99-570, 100 Stat. 3207;
Pub. L. 89-554, 80 Stat. 383; Pub. L. 90-23,
81 Stat. 54; Pub. L. 98-502, 88 Stat. 1561—
1564 (5 U.S.C. 552); Sec. 101(a), Pub. L. 93—
463, 88 Stat. 1389 (5 U.S.C. 4a(j)); Pub. L.
114-185, 130 Stat. 538; unless otherwise
noted.

Section 145.5 is also issued under 5 U.S.C.
552, 5 U.S.C. 552b, and secs. 2(a)(11), 4b, 4f,
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4g, 5a, 8a, and 17 of the Commodity
Exchange Act, 7 U.S.C. 2, 4a(j), 6b, 6f, 6g, 7a,
12a, and 21, as amended, 92 Stat. 865 et seq.;
secs. 2(a)(1), 4c(a)—(d), 4d, 4f, 4g, 4k, 4m, 4n,
8a, 15 and 17, Commodity Exchange Act (7
U.S.C. 2, 4, 6¢(a)—(d), 6f, 6g, 6k, 6m, 6n, 12a,
19 and 21; 5 U.S.C. 552 and 552b); secs.
2(a)(11) and 8 of the Commodity Exchange
Act, 7 U.S.C. 4(j) and 12 (1983); secs. 8a(5)
and 19 of the Commodity Exchange Act, as
amended, 7 U.S.C. 12a(5) and 23 (1982); 5
U.S.C. 552 and 552b.

Section 145.6 is also issued under 7 U.S.C.
2,4, 6, and 12; secs. 2(a)(1), 4c, 4d, 4e, 4f,
4k, 4m, 4n, 4p, 8, 8a and 19 of the
Commodity Exchange Act (7 U.S.C. 2 and 4,
6c, 6d, 6e, 6f, 6k, 6m, 61, 6p, 12, 12a and 23
(1982)); 5 U.S.C. 552 and 552b.

Section 145.8 is also issued under 7 U.S.C.
4a(j) and 16a as amended by Pub. L. 97-444,
96 Stat. 2294 (1983), and 5 U.S.C. 552, 552a
and 552b.

m 2. Revise § 145.0 to read as follows:

§145.0 Definitions.

For the purposes of part 145 the
following definitions are applicable:

(a) Compliance staff—refers to the FOI
Compliance Staff of the Office of
General Counsel at the Commission’s
principal office in Washington, DC
assigned to respond to requests for
information and to handle various other
matters under the Freedom of
Information Act.

(b) Public records—in addition to the
records described in § 145.1 (material
published in the Federal Register) and
in § 145.2 (records required to be made
publicly available under the Freedom of
Information Act), includes those records
that have been determined by the
Commission to be generally available to
the public directly upon oral or written
request from the Commission office or
division responsible for the
maintenance of such records. A
compilation of Commission records
routinely available to the public upon
request appears in appendix A to this
part 145.

(c) Nonpublic records—are records
not identified in §145.1, § 145.2, or
appendix A of this part 145. Nonpublic
records must be requested, in writing, in
accordance with the provisions of
§145.7.

(d) Record—is any information or
agency record maintained by the
Commission in any format, including an
electronic format. It includes any
document, writing, photograph, sound
or magnetic recording, videotape,
microfiche, drawing, or computer-stored
information or output in the possession
of the Commission. The term “record”
does not include personal convenience
materials over which the Commission
has no control, such as appointment
calendars and handwritten notes, which

may be retained or destroyed at an
employee’s discretion.

m 3. Amend § 145.4 by revising the first
sentence of paragraph (a) and by
revising paragraph (b) to read as follows:

§145.4 Public records available with
identifying details deleted; nonpublic
records available in abridged or summary
form.

(a) To the extent required to prevent
a clearly unwarranted invasion of
personal privacy, the Commission may
delete identifying details when it makes
available “public records” as defined in
§145.0(b). * * *

(b) Certain “nonpublic records,” as
defined in § 145.0(c), may, as authorized
by the Commission, be made available
for public inspection and copying in an
abridged or summary form, with
identifying details deleted.

m 4.In § 145.5, revise the introductory
text and paragraph (e) to read as follows:

§145.5 Disclosure of nonpublic records.

The Commission shall withhold
information in “nonpublic records,” as
defined in § 145.0(c), only if the
Commission reasonably foresees that
disclosure would harm an interest
protected by an exemption described in
paragraphs (a) through (i) of this section,
or if disclosure is prohibited by law.
The Commission shall consider whether
partial disclosure of information is
possible whenever the Commission
determines that a full disclosure of the
requested record is not possible. The
Commission shall take reasonable steps
necessary to segregate and release
nonexempt information in “nonpublic
records” subject to a request under
§145.7 if those portions do not fall
within an exemption described in
paragraphs (a) through (i) of this section.
*

* * * *

(e) Inter-agency or intra-agency
memoranda or letters, except those
which by law would routinely be made
available to a party other than an agency
in litigation with the Commission.
Exemption 5 (5 U.S.C. 552(b)(5))
protects inter-agency or intra-agency
communications that are protected by
legal privileges, such as the attorney-
client privilege, the attorney work-
product privilege, and the deliberative
process privilege. The deliberative
process privilege shall not apply to
records created 25 years or more before
the date on which the records were

requested.
* * * * *

m 5. In § 145.6, revise paragraph (a) to
read as follows:

§145.6 Commission offices to contact for
assistance; registration records available.

(a) All requests for non-public records
shall be made in writing and shall be
addressed or otherwise directed to the
Office of General Counsel, Commodity
Futures Trading Commission, Three
Lafayette Centre, 1155 21st Street NW.,
Washington, DC 20581. Requests for
public records directed to a regional
office of the Commission pursuant to
§145.2 should be sent to:

Commodity Futures Trading
Commission, 140 Broadway, 19th
Floor, New York, New York 10005,
Telephone: (646) 746—9700.

Commodity Futures Trading
Commission, 525 West Monroe Street,
Suite 1100, Chicago, Illinois 60661,
Telephone: (312) 596—0700.

Commodity Futures Trading
Commission, 4900 Main Street, Suite
500, Kansas City, Missouri 64112,
Telephone: (816) 960—-7700.

* * * * *

m 6. Amend § 145.7 as follows:
W a. Revise paragraphs (b), (c), (f), and
(g);
m b. Revise paragraphs (h)(1) and (2) and
paragraph (h)(3) introductory text;
m c. Revise paragraphs (i)(2) and (5),
(i)(6) introductory text, and (i)(6)(iii)
and (i)(7); and
m d. Revise paragraph (j).

The revisions read as follows:

§145.7 Requests for Commission records
and copies thereof.
* * * * *

(b) Requests for nonpublic records.
Except as provided in paragraph (a) of
this section with respect to public
records, all requests for records
maintained by the Commission shall be
in writing, shall be addressed to the
Office of General Counsel of the
Commission and shall be clearly marked
“Freedom of Information Act Request.”

(c) Misdirected written requests. The
Commission cannot ensure that a timely
or satisfactory response will be given to
requests for records that are directed to
the Commission other than in the
manner prescribed in paragraph (b) of
this section. Any misdirected written
request for nonpublic records should be
promptly forwarded to the Office of
General Counsel of the Commission.
Misdirected requests for nonpublic
records will be considered to have been
received for purposes of this section
only when they actually have been
received by the Office of General

Counsel.
* * * * *

(f) Request for existing records. The

Commission’s response to a request for
nonpublic records will encompass all
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nonpublic records identifiable as
responsive to the request that are in
existence on the date that the written
request is received by the Office of
General Counsel. The Commission need
not create a new record in response to

a FOIA request.

(g) Fee agreement. A request for
copies of records pursuant to paragraph
(b) of this section must indicate the
requester’s agreement to pay all fees that
are associated with the processing of the
request, in accordance with the rates set
forth in appendix B to this part, or the
requester’s intention to limit the fees
incurred to a stated amount. If the
requester states a fee limitation, no work
will be done that will result in fees
beyond the stated amount. A requester
who seeks a waiver or reduction of fees
pursuant to paragraph (b) of appendix B
of this part must show that such a
waiver or reduction would be in the
public interest. If the Office of General
Counsel receives a request for records
under paragraph (b) of this section from
a requester who has not paid fees from
a previous request in accordance with
appendix B of this part, the staff will
decline to process the request until such
fees have been paid.

(h) Initial determination, denials. (1)
With respect to any request for
nonpublic records as defined in
§ 145.0(c), the Compliance Staff of the
Commission will forward the request to
the Commission divisions or offices
likely to maintain records that are
responsive to the request. If a responsive
record is located, the Compliance Staff
will, in consultation with the
Commission office in which the record
was located, determine whether to
comply with such request. The
Compliance Staff may, in their
discretion, determine whether to
comply with any portion of a request for
nonpublic records before considering
the remainder of the request. The
Compliance Staff will inform the
requester of the availability of the
Commission’s FOIA Public Liaison to
offer assistance.

(2) Where it is determined to deny, in
whole or in part, a request for nonpublic
records, the Compliance Staff will notify
the requester of the denial, citing
applicable exemptions of the Freedom
of Information Act or other provisions of
law that require or allow the records to
be withheld. The Compliance Staff’s
response to the FOIA request should
describe in general terms what
categories of documents are being
withheld under which applicable FOIA
exemption or exemptions. The
Compliance Staff’s response will
include a statement notifying the
requester of the right to seek dispute

resolution services from the
Commission’s FOIA Public Liaison and
the National Archives and Records
Administration’s Office of Government
Information Services. The Compliance
Staff, in denying an initial request for
records, is not required to provide the
requester with an inventory of those
documents determined to be exempt
from disclosure.

(3) The Compliance Staff will issue an
initial determination with respect to a
FOIA request within twenty business
days after receipt by the Office of
General Counsel. In unusual
circumstances, as defined in this
paragraph, the prescribed time limit
may be extended by written notice to
the person making a request for a record
or a copy. The notice shall set forth the
reasons for the extension and the date
on which a determination is expected to
be dispatched. Where the extension
exceeds ten business days, the
Compliance Staff will provide the
requester with an opportunity to modify
the request or arrange an alternative
time period for processing the original
or modified request. The Compliance
Staff or the FOIA Public Liaison is
available to assist the requester in
unusual circumstances. The Compliance
Staff will notify the requester of the
right to seek dispute resolution services
from the Office of Government
Information Services. As used in this
paragraph, “unusual circumstances”
means, but only to the extent reasonably
necessary to the proper processing of a

particular request:
* * * * *

(i] * * %

(2) An application for review must be
received by the Office of General
Counsel within 90 days of the date of
the denial by the Compliance Staff. This
90-day period shall not begin to run
until the Compliance Staff has issued an
initial determination with respect to all
portions of the request for nonpublic
records. An application for review shall
be in writing and shall be marked
“Freedom of Information Act Appeal”
and be sent to the Commission’s Office
of General Counsel. If the appeal
involves information as to which the
FOIA requester has received a detailed
written justification of a request for
confidential treatment pursuant to
§ 145.9(e), the requester must also serve
a copy of the appeal on the submitter of

the information.
* * * * *

(5) If the appeal involves information
that is subject to a petition for
confidential treatment filed under
§145.9, the submitter of the information
shall have an opportunity to respond in

writing to the appeal within 10 business
days of the date of filing the appeal. Any
response shall be sent to the
Commission’s Office of General
Counsel. Copies shall be sent to the
person requesting the information.

(6) The General Counsel, or his or her
designee, shall have the authority to
consider all appeals under this section
from initial determinations of the
Compliance Staff of the Commission.
The General Counsel, or his or her
designee, may:

(iii) Remand the matter to the
Compliance Staff—

(A) To correct a deficiency in the
initial processing of the request, or

(B) When an investigation as to which
the staff originally claimed exemption
from mandatory disclosure on the basis
of 5 U.S.C. 555(b)(7)(A) or 7 U.S.C. 12(a)

is subsequently closed; or
* * * * *

(7) If the initial denial of the request
for nonpublic records is reversed, the
Office of General Counsel shall, in
writing, advise the requester that the
records will be available on or after a
specified date. If, on appeal, the denial
of access to a record is affirmed in
whole or in part, the person who
requested the information shall be
notified in writing of:

(i) The reasons for the denial,

(ii) The mediation services offered by
the Office of Government Information
Services as a non-exclusive alternative
to litigation, and

(iii) The provisions of 5 U.S.C.
552(a)(4) providing for judicial review
of a determination to withhold records.

(j) Expedited processing. A request
may be given expedited processing if
the requester demonstrates a compelling
need for the requested records. For
purposes of this provision, the term
“compelling need” means: That a
failure to obtain requested records on an
expedited basis could reasonably be
expected to pose an imminent threat to
the life or physical safety of an
individual; or with respect to a request
made by a person primarily engaged in
disseminating information, urgency to
inform the public concerning actual or
alleged federal government activity. A
requester who seeks expedited
processing must demonstrate a
compelling need by submitting a
statement that is certified by the
requester to be true and correct to the
best of that person’s knowledge and
belief. The Compliance Staff will
determine whether to provide expedited
processing, and notice of the
determination will be provided to
requester, within ten days after the date
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of the request. If the request for
expedited processing is denied, the
requester may file an appeal with the
Office of General Counsel within ten
days of the date of the denial by the
Compliance Staff. The Office of General
Counsel will respond to the appeal
within ten days after the date of the
appeal.

m 7. Revise § 145.8 to read as follows:

§145.8 Fees for records services.

A schedule of fees for record services,
including locating, and making records
available, and copying, appears in
appendix B to this part. Copies of the
schedule of fees may also be obtained
upon request made in person, by
telephone or by mail from the
Compliance Staff or at any regional
office of the Commission.

Issued in Washington, DC, on June 14,
2017, by the Commission.

Christopher J. Kirkpatrick,
Secretary of the Commission.

Note: The following appendix will not
appear in the Code of Federal Regulations.

Appendix to Revisions to Freedom of
Information Act Regulations—
Commission Voting Summary

On this matter, Acting Chairman Giancarlo
and Commissioner Bowen voted in the
affirmative. No Commissioner voted in the
negative.
[FR Doc. 2017-12775 Filed 6-19-17; 8:45 am]|
BILLING CODE 6351-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND
SECURITY

Coast Guard

33 CFR Part 100
[Docket No. USCG-2012-1036]

Special Local Regulations; Recurring
Marine Events in the Captain of the
Port Long Island Sound Zone

AGENCY: Coast Guard, DHS.

ACTION: Notice of enforcement of
regulation.

SUMMARY: The Coast Guard will enforce
eight special local regulations for
marine events in the Sector Long Island
Sound area of responsibility on the
dates and times listed in the table
below. This action is necessary to
provide for the safety of life on
navigable waterways during the event.
During the enforcement period, no
person or vessel may enter the regulated
area without permission of the Captain
of the Port (COTP) Sector Long Island
Sound or designated representative.
DATES: The regulations in 33 CFR
100.100 Table 1 will be enforced during
the following dates and times listed in
the table in SUPPLEMENTARY
INFORMATION.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: If
you have questions on this notice, call
or email Petty Officer Katherine

Linnick, Waterways Management
Division, U.S. Coast Guard Sector Long
Island Sound; telephone 203-468-4565,
email Katherine.E.Linnick@uscg.mil.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The Coast
Guard will enforce these special local
regulations listed in 33 CFR 100.100
Table 1 on the specified dates and times
as indicated below.

Under the provisions of 33 CFR 100,
the events listed below are established
as special local regulations. During the
enforcement periods, persons and
vessels are prohibited from entering
into, transiting through, mooring, or
anchoring within the regulated area
unless they receive permission from the
COTP or designated representative.

This notice is issued under authority
of 33 CFR 100.100(a) and 5 U.S.C.
552(a). In addition to this notice in the
Federal Register, the Coast Guard will
provide the maritime community with
advance notification of these
enforcement periods via the Local
Notice to Mariners or Marine
Information Broadcasts. If the COTP
determines that this special local
regulation need not be enforced for the
full duration stated in this notice, a
Broadcast Notice to Mariners may be
used to grant general permission to
enter the regulated area.

6.1 Swim Across America Greenwich

e Date: July 24, 2017.
e Time: 4:30 a.m. to 11:30 p.m.

e Location: All navigable waters of Stamford Harbor within an area starting at a point in posi-
tion 41°01’32.03” N., 073°33'8.93” W., then southeast to a point in position 41°01°15.01” N.,
073°32’55.58” W.; then southwest to a point in position 41°049.25” N., 073°33'20.36” W.;
then northwest to a point in position 41°0°58” N., 073°33'27” W.; then northeast to a point in
position 41°115.8” N., 073°33'9.85” W., then heading north and ending at point of origin
(NAD 83). All positions are approximate.

7.2 Dolan Family Fourth Fireworks

Date: July 4, 2017.

¢ Rain Date: July 5, 2017.

e Time: 8:30 a.m. to 10:30 p.m.

Location: “No Entry Area”: All waters of Oyster Bay Harbor in Long Island Sound off Oyster
Bay, NY within a 1000 foot radius of the launch platform in approximate position
40°53'42.50” N., 073°3004.30” W. (NAD 83).

Additional Stipulations: “Slow/No Wake Area”: All waters of Oyster Bay Harbor in Long Is-
land Sound off Oyster Bay, NY contained within the following area; beginning at a point on
land in position at 40°53'12.43” N., 073°31’13.05” W. near Moses Point; then east across
Oyster Bay Harbor to a point on land in position at 40°53'15.12” N., 073°3038.45” W.; then
north along the shoreline to a point on land in position at 40°53'34.43” N., 073°30°33.42” W.
near Cove Point; then east along the shoreline to a point on land in position at 40°53'41.67”
N., 073°29'40.74” W. near Cooper Bluff; then south along the shoreline to a point on land in
position 40°53'05.09” N., 073°29'23.32” W. near Eel Creek; then east across Cold Spring
Harbor to a point on land in position 40°53’06.69” N., 073°28'19.9” W.; then north along the
shoreline to a point on land in position 40°5524.09” N., 073°29'49.09” W. near Whitewood
Point; then west across Oyster Bay to a point on land in position 40°55'5.29” N.,
073°31719.47” W. near Rocky Point; then south along the shoreline to a point on land in po-
sition 40°54’04.11” N., 073°30'29.18” W. near Plum Point; then northwest along the shore-
line to a point on land in position 40°54°09.06” N., 073°30'45.71” W.; then southwest along
the shoreline to a point on land in position 40°54’03.2” N., 073°3101.29” W.; and then
south along the shoreline back to point of origin (NAD 83). All positions are approximate.
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7.4 Jones Beach State Park Fireworks

Date: July 4, 2017.

e Rain Date: July 5, 2017.
e Time: 8:30 p.m. to 10:30 p.m.
e Location: “No Entry Area”: All waters off of Jones Beach State Park, Wantagh, NY within a

1000 foot radius of the
073°30°31.19” W. (NAD 83).
Additional Stipulations: “Slow/No Wake Area”: All navigable waters between Meadowbrook
State Parkway and Wantagh State Parkway and contained within the following area. Begin-
ning in position at 40°35’49.01” N., 073°32’33.63” W.; then north along the Meadowbrook
State Parkway to its intersection with Merrick Road in position at 40°39°14” N., 073°34'0.76”
W.; then east along Merrick Road to its intersection with Wantagh State Parkway in position
at 40°39'51.32” N., 073°30°43.36” W.; then south along the Wantagh State Parkway to its
intersection with Ocean Parkway in position at 40°3547.30” N., 073°30°29.17” W.; then
west along Ocean Parkway to its intersection with Meadowbrook State Parkway at the point
of origin (NAD 83). All positions are approximate. “No Southbound Traffic Area”: All navi-
gable waters of Zach’s Bay south of the line connecting a point near the western entrance
to Zach’s Bay in position at 40°36°29.20” N., 073°2922.88” W. and a point near the eastern
entrance of Zach’s Bay in position at 40°36°16.53” N., 073°28'57.26” W. (NAD 83). All posi-
tions are approximate.

launch platform in approximate position 40°34'56.68” N.,

8.1 Riverfront Dragon Boat and Asian Festival | ¢ Date: August 19, 2017.
e Time: 7:30 a.m. to 5:00 p.m.
o Location: All waters of the Connecticut River in Hartford, CT between the Bulkeley Bridge at
41°46’10.10” N., 072°39'56.13” W. and the Wilbur Cross Bridge at 41°45'11.67” N.,
072°39'13.64” W. (NAD 83). All positions are approximate.
8.4 Island Beach Two Mile Swim .................... e Date: August 5, 2017.

e Time: 7:30 a.m. to 11:00 a.m.
e Location: All waters of Captain Harbor between Little Captain’s Island and Bower’s Island

that are located within the box formed by connecting four points in the following positions.
Beginning at 40°59'23.35” N. 073°36'42.05” W.; then northwest to 40°59'51.04” N.
073°37’57.32” W.; then southwest to 40°59'45.17” N. 073°38’01.18” W.; then southeast to
40°59'17.38” N. 073°36'45.9” W.; then northeast to the point of origin (NAD 83). All posi-
tions are approximate.

8.6 Smith Point Triathlon

Date: August 13, 2017.

e Time: 6:30 a.m. to 9:30 a.m.
e Location: All waters of Narrow Bay near Smith Point Park in Mastic Beach, NY within the

area bounded by land along its southern edge and points in position at 40°44'14.28” N.,
072°51’40.68” W.; then north to a point at position 40°44’20.83” N., 072°51°40.68” W.; then
east to a point at position 40°44’20.83” N., 072°51’19.73” W.; then south to a point at posi-
tion 40°44'14.85” N., 072°51’19.73” W.; and then southwest along the shoreline back to the

point of origin (NAD 83). All positions are approximate.

Dated: May 18, 2017.
A.E. Tucci,

Captain, U.S. Coast Guard, Captain of the
Port Sector Long Island Sound.

[FR Doc. 2017-12742 Filed 6-19-17; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 9110-04-P

DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND
SECURITY

Coast Guard

33 CFR Part 117

[Docket No. USCG-2017-0532]
Drawbridge Operation Regulation;
Back River, Barter’s Island, ME

AGENCY: Coast Guard, DHS.
ACTION: Notice of deviation from
drawbridge regulation.

SUMMARY: The Coast Guard has issued a
temporary deviation from the operating
schedule that governs the Maine
Department of Transportation (Barter’s
Island) Highway Bridge over the Back

River, mile 4.6, between Barter’s Island
and Hodgdon Island, Maine. This
deviation is necessary to conduct
geotechnical borings needed to design a
new bridge. This deviation allows the
bridge to be closed to vessel traffic for
three days.

DATES: This deviation is effective
without actual notice from June 20,
2017 through 5:30 p.m. on June 14,
2017. For the purposes of enforcement,
actual notice will be used from June 15,
2017, until June 20, 2017.

ADDRESSES: The docket for this
deviation, USCG-2017-0532, is
available at http://www.regulations.gov.
Type the docket number in the
“SEARCH” box and click “SEARCH”.
Click on Open Docket Folder on the line
associated with this deviation.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: If
you have questions on this temporary
deviation, call or email Jeffrey Stieb;
Bridge Management Specialist, First
Coast Guard District, telephone 617—
223-8364, email Jeffrey.D.Stieb@
uscg.mil.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

The bridge owner, State of Maine
Department of Transportation (Maine
DOT), requested a temporary deviation
from the normal operating schedule of
the Maine Department of Transportation
(Barter’s Island) Highway Bridge, mile
4.6, across the Back River between
Barter’s Island and Hodgdon Island,
Maine. The drawbridge navigation span
has a vertical clearance of six feet at
mean high water in the closed position.
The existing bridge operating
regulations are found at 33 CFR 117.523.
The approved temporary deviation
allows the bridge to remain closed for
vessel traffic between the hours of 7
a.m. through 5:30 p.m. from June 12
through June 14.

The waterway is transited by fishing
and sailing vessels of various sizes. For
the last three years, the bridge averaged
less than three openings a day during
the month of June. Maine DOT
contacted the primary stakeholders,
none of which objected to the deviation.
Vessels able to pass through the bridge
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in the closed position may continue to
do so at any time. Vessels have the
option of going around the North Side
of Barter’s Island to reach the Sheepscot
River. During the hours of deviation the
bridge will not be able to open for
emergencies.

The Coast Guard will inform the users
of the waterway through our Local
Notice and Broadcast Notice to Mariners
of the change in operating schedule so
that vessel operators can arrange their
transits to minimize any impact caused
by the temporary deviation.

In accordance with 33 CFR 117.35(e),
the drawbridge must return to its regular
operating schedule immediately at the
end of the effective period of this
deviation. This deviation from the
operating regulations is authorized
under 33 CFR 117.35.

Dated: June 15, 2017.
C.J. Bisignano,

Supervisory Bridge Management Specialist,
First Coast Guard District.

[FR Doc. 2017-12780 Filed 6-19-17; 8:45 am]|
BILLING CODE 9110-04-P

DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND
SECURITY

Coast Guard

33 CFR Part 165

[Docket Number USCG-2016-1048]
RIN 1625-AA00

Safety Zone; Kosciuszko Bridge

Construction, Newtown Creek,
Brooklyn and Queens, NY

AGENCY: Coast Guard, DHS.
ACTION: Temporary final rule.

SUMMARY: The Coast Guard is
establishing two safety zones on the
navigable waters of Newtown Creek,
NY. The first safety zone is within 500
feet of the two barges and assist vessels
to be used for the removal and loading
of the existing center span from the
Kosciuszko Bridge at mile 2.1. The
second is from approximately 370 yards
south (upstream) of the Kosciuszko
Bridge at mile 2.1 and Newtown Creek’s
confluence with the East River at mile
0.0 during transport of the existing
center span to an offsite location. This
action is necessary to provide for the
safety of life on these navigable waters
during the lowering and securing of the
existing bridge’s center span onto two
barges within the Federal navigation
channel and during the barge’s
outbound transit through Newtown
Creek to the East River, tentatively
scheduled on June 21-22, 2017. This

rulemaking prohibits persons and
vessels from being in the safety zones
unless authorized by the Captain of the
Port New York or a designated
representative.

DATES: This rule is effective from June
20, 2017 through December 31, 2017.
ADDRESSES: To view documents
mentioned in this preamble as being
available in the docket, go to http://
www.regulations.gov, type USCG-2016—
1048 in the “SEARCH” box and click
“SEARCH.” Click on Open Docket
Folder on the line associated with this
rule.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: If
you have questions on this rule, call or
email Mr. Jeff Yunker, Sector New York
Waterways Management Division;
telephone 718-354—4195, email
jeff.m.yunker@uscg.mil.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

1. Table of Abbreviations

COTP GCaptain of the Port New York

CFR Code of Federal Regulations

DHS Department of Homeland Security

FDNY New York City Fire Department

FR Federal Register

NPRM Notice of proposed rulemaking

NYSDOT New York State Department of
Transportation

§ Section

U.S.C. United States Code

II. Background Information and
Regulatory History

The Coast Guard issued a Bridge
Permit dated August 21, 2013 approving
the location and construction of the
Kosciuszko Bridge across Newtown
Creek, mile 2.1, between the Boroughs
of Queens and Brooklyn, NY. On
November 29, 2016, NYSDOT notified
the Coast Guard that it will be lowering
the existing center span from the
Kosciuszko Bridge over Newtown Creek
at mile 2.1 onto two barges within the
Newtown Creek Federal navigation
channel, securing the center span to the
barges for transit, rotating the barges,
and towing the barges through Newtown
Creek to the East River for final upland
disposal.

In response, on February 22, 2017, the
Coast Guard published a NPRM titled
“Safety Zone; Kosciuszko Bridge
Construction, Newtown Creek, Brooklyn
and Queens, NY”’ (82 FR 11332). There
we stated why we issued the NPRM,
and invited comments on our proposed
regulatory action related to this bridge
project. During the comment period that
ended March 24, 2017, we received no
comments.

On May 1, 2017, the contractor
provided June 21-22 as the expected
primary dates for the removal and
loading of the existing center span onto

two barges. The contractor has informed
the Coast Guard that the backup dates
for the removal and transport of the
existing center are June 28—29 and July
5-6, 2017.

The Coast Guard is making this
temporary rule effective less than 30
days after publication in the Federal
Register pursuant to authority under
section 4(a) of the Administrative
Procedure Act (APA) (5 U.S.C. 553(d)).
This provision authorizes an agency to
make a rule effective less than 30 days
after publication for good cause. We are
issuing this rule, and under 5 U.S.C.
553(d)(3), the Coast Guard finds that
good cause exists for making it effective
less than 30 days after publication in the
Federal Register because waiting 30
days would be impracticable and
contrary to the public interest. It is
impracticable and contrary to the public
interest to provide a full 30-days notice
because this rule must be effective on
June 21-22, 2017 due to favorable tides
on that day necessary for the barge
transits. If this rule is not made effective
by this date, then it would inhibit the
Coast Guard’s ability to perform its
statutory mission to ensure the safety of
the maritime public. Though we are not
providing a full 30 day notice period
before the rule becomes effective, the
Coast Guard did provide notice and
opportunity to comment through the
NPRM process.

III. Legal Authority and Need for Rule

The Coast Guard is issuing this rule
under authority in 33 U.S.C. 1231. The
COTP has determined that potential
hazards associated with these
operations will be a safety concern for
anyone within a 500-foot radius of the
tugs and barges. The purpose of this rule
is to ensure safety of vessels and the
navigable waters within a 500-foot
radius of the two barges and assist
vessels when loading, securing, and
transporting the center span of the
Kosciuszko Bridge through Newtown
Creek before, during, and after the
operations.

IV. Discussion of Comments, Changes,
and the Rule

As noted above, we received no
comments on our NPRM published
February 22, 2017. There are no changes
to the regulatory text of this rule from
the proposed rule in the NPRM.

This rule establishes a safety zone
from June 21 through December 31,
2017. The safety zone will cover all
navigable waters of Newtown Creek
within 500 feet of the two barges and
assist vessels to be used for the removal
and loading of the existing center span
from the Kosciuszko Bridge at mile 2.1,
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within 500 feet of two barges and their
assist vessels in Newtown Creek from
approximately 370 yards south
(upstream) of the existing Kosciuszko
Bridge at mile 2.1 and Newtown Creek’s
confluence with the East River during
transport of the existing center span to
an offsite location. The duration of the
zone is intended to ensure the safety of
vessels and these navigable waters
before, during, and after the loading,
securing, rotating the two barges for
transit tentatively scheduled on June 21,
2017, and transporting the center span
of the Kosciuszko Bridge through
Newtown Creek tentatively scheduled
on June 22, 2017. Backup dates for these
operations are June 28-29 and July 5—

6, 2017.

V. Regulatory Analyses

We developed this rule after
considering numerous statutes and
Executive orders related to rulemaking.
Below we summarize our analyses
based on a number of these statutes and
Executive orders, and we discuss First
Amendment rights of protestors.

A. Regulatory Planning and Review

Executive Orders 12866 and 13563
direct agencies to assess the costs and
benefits of available regulatory
alternatives and, if regulation is
necessary, to select regulatory
approaches that maximize net benefits.
Executive Order 13563 emphasizes the
importance of quantifying both costs
and benefits, of reducing costs, of
harmonizing rules, and of promoting
flexibility. This rule has not been
designated a “‘significant regulatory
action,” under Executive Order 12866.
Accordingly, it has not been reviewed
by the Office of Management and
Budget.

This regulatory action determination
is based on the size, location, and
duration of the safety zones. Although
vessel traffic will not be able to transit
around these safety zones as the two
barges carrying the Kosciuszko Bridge
center span will block a minimum of
109 feet of the 130 foot wide Federal
navigation channel, enforcement of the
safety will be limited in duration. It is
anticipated the entire operation of
loading the Kosciuszko Bridge center
span, securing the span on the barges,
rotating the barges, and towing through
Newtown Creek should last no longer
than 48 hours. During the lowering and
securing of the center span and the
approximate one-hour transit time from
the bridge site to the East River vessels
will not be able to meet or overtake the
two barges with three assist tugs as the
combined width of these vessels will be
109 feet and the Federal navigation

channel is only 130 feet wide. However,
the known waterway users upstream of
the bridge including the New York City
Department of Environmental
Protection, U.S. Concrete, Bayside Fuel
Oil Depot, and the U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency all reported the
requested 48-hour channel closure will
not negatively impact their operations.
U.S. Concrete stated they require at least
two weeks’ notice if the closure is
anticipated to last longer than 48 hours.
Facilities downstream of the bridge will
not be required to move vessels moored
at their facility as long as they do not
extend into the Federal navigation
channel and would be able to depart the
facility before, or after, the two barges
carrying the bridge span are towed past
the facility. Moreover, the Coast Guard
will issue a Local Notice to Mariners
and a Broadcast Notice to Mariners via
VHF-FM marine channel 16 about the
zones.

B. Impact on Small Entities

The Regulatory Flexibility Act of
1980, 5 U.S.C. 601-612, as amended,
requires Federal agencies to consider
the potential impact of regulations on
small entities during rulemaking. The
term ‘“‘small entities” comprises small
businesses, not-for-profit organizations
that are independently owned and
operated and are not dominant in their
fields, and governmental jurisdictions
with populations of less than 50,000.
The Coast Guard received no comments
from the Small Business Administration
on this rulemaking. The Coast Guard
certifies under 5 U.S.C. 605(b) that this
rule will not have a significant
economic impact on a substantial
number of small entities.

While some owners or operators of
vessels intending to transit the safety
zones may be small entities, for the
reasons stated in section V. A. above,
this rule will not have a significant
economic impact on any vessel owner
or operator.

Under section 213(a) of the Small
Business Regulatory Enforcement
Fairness Act of 1996 (Pub. L. 104-121),
we want to assist small entities in
understanding this rule. If the rule
would affect your small business,
organization, or governmental
jurisdiction and you have questions
concerning its provisions or options for
compliance, please contact the person
listed in the FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT section.

Small businesses may send comments
on the actions of Federal employees
who enforce, or otherwise determine
compliance with, Federal regulations to
the Small Business and Agriculture
Regulatory Enforcement Ombudsman

and the Regional Small Business
Regulatory Fairness Boards. The
Ombudsman evaluates these actions
annually and rates each agency’s
responsiveness to small business. If you
wish to comment on actions by
employees of the Coast Guard, call 1-
888—REG—FAIR (1-888-734—-3247). The
Coast Guard will not retaliate against
small entities that question or complain
about this rule or any policy or action
of the Coast Guard.

C. Collection of Information

This rule will not call for a new
collection of information under the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995 (44
U.S.C. 3501-3520).

D. Federalism and Indian Tribal
Governments

A rule has implications for federalism
under Executive Order 13132,
Federalism, if it has a substantial direct
effect on the States, on the relationship
between the national government and
the States, or on the distribution of
power and responsibilities among the
various levels of government. We have
analyzed this rule under that Order and
have determined that it is consistent
with the fundamental federalism
principles and preemption requirements
described in Executive Order 13132.

Also, this rule does not have tribal
implications under Executive Order
13175, Consultation and Coordination
with Indian Tribal Governments,
because it does not have a substantial
direct effect on one or more Indian
tribes, on the relationship between the
Federal Government and Indian tribes,
or on the distribution of power and
responsibilities between the Federal
Government and Indian tribes. If you
believe this rule has implications for
federalism or Indian tribes, please
contact the person listed in the FOR
FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT section.

E. Unfunded Mandates Reform Act

The Unfunded Mandates Reform Act
of 1995 (2 U.S.C. 1531-1538) requires
Federal agencies to assess the effects of
their discretionary regulatory actions. In
particular, the Act addresses actions
that may result in the expenditure by a
State, local, or tribal government, in the
aggregate, or by the private sector of
$100,000,000 (adjusted for inflation) or
more in any one year. Though this rule
will not result in such an expenditure,
we do discuss the effects of this rule
elsewhere in this preamble.

F. Environment

We have analyzed this rule under
Department of Homeland Security
Management Directive 023—-01 and
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Commandant Instruction M16475.1D,
which guide the Coast Guard in
complying with the National
Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (42
U.S.C. 4321-4370f), and have
determined that this action is one of a
category of actions that do not
individually or cumulatively have a
significant effect on the human
environment. This rule involves a
stationary safety zone lasting
approximately 48 hours, a moving safety
zone lasting approximately one hour
that will prohibit transit within 500 feet
of the two barges and assist vessels
carrying the bridge span, and a
stationary safety zone lasting
approximately three hours that will
prohibit transit within 600 feet of the
existing bridge during explosives
demolition operations at each onshore
approach span. It is categorically
excluded from further review under
paragraph 34(g) of Figure 2—1 of the
Commandant Instruction. A Record of
Environmental Consideration (REC) for
Categorically Excluded Actions is
available in the docket where indicated
under ADDRESSES. We seek any
comments or information that may lead
to the discovery of a significant
environmental impact from this rule.

G. Protest Activities

The Coast Guard respects the First
Amendment rights of protesters.
Protesters are asked to contact the
person listed in the FOR FURTHER
INFORMATION CONTACT section to
coordinate protest activities so that your
message can be received without
jeopardizing the safety or security of
people, places or vessels.

List of Subjects in 33 CFR Part 165

Harbors, Marine safety, Navigation
(water), Reporting and record keeping
requirements, Security measures, and
Waterways.

For the reasons discussed in the
preamble, the Coast Guard amends 33
CFR part 165 as follows:

PART 165—REGULATED NAVIGATION
AREAS AND LIMITED ACCESS AREAS

m 1. The authority citation for part 165
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 33 U.S.C1231; 50 U.S.C. 191;
33 CFR 1.05-1, 6.04-1, 6.04—6, 160.5;

Department of Homeland Security Delegation
No. 0170.1.

m 2. Add § 165.T01-1048 to read as
follows:

§165.T01-1048 Safety Zone; Kosciuszko
Bridge Construction, Newtown Creek,
Brooklyn and Queens, NY.

(a) Location. (1) The following area is
a safety zone: All waters from surface to
bottom of Newtown Creek within 500
feet of the two barges and assist vessels
while lowering and securing the
existing Kosciuszko Bridge center span
at mile 2.1 to the two barges. This area
is bound by the following approximate
positions: northwest of a line drawn
from 40°43’34.9” N., 073°55’42.0” W. to
40°43’36.8” N., 073°55"39.8” W.
(approximately 500 feet south
(upstream) of the Kosciuszko Bridge at
mile 2.1), and southeast of a line drawn
from 40°4340.6” N., 073°55'52.8” W. to
40°43’43.1” N., 073°5549.9” W.
(approximately 500 feet downstream of
the Kosciuszko Bridge at mile 2.1) (NAD
83).

(2) The following area is a moving
safety zone: All waters from surface to
bottom of Newtown Creek within 500
feet of the two barges and assist vessels
while transiting Newtown Creek
between Latitude 40°43°30.0” N.
(approximately 370 yards south
(upstream) of the Kosciuszko Bridge at
mile 2.1), and east of a line drawn from
the following approximate positions:
40°44’17.1” N., 073°57’45.6” W. to
40°44’10.4” N., 073°57°45.6” W. (at the
confluence with the East River) (NAD
83).

(b) Definitions. The following
definitions apply to this section:

(1) Designated Representative. A
“designated representative” is any Coast
Guard commissioned, warrant or petty
officer of the U.S. Coast Guard who has
been designated by the COTP to act on
his or her behalf. A designated
representative may be on an official
patrol vessel or may be on shore and
will communicate with vessels via
VHF-FM radio or loudhailer. In
addition, members of the Coast Guard
Auxiliary may be present to inform
vessel operators of this regulation.

(2) Official Patrol Vessels. Official
patrol vessels may consist of any Coast
Guard, Coast Guard Auxiliary, state, or
local law enforcement vessels assigned
or approved by the COTP.

(c) Enforcement Periods. (1) This
safety zone is effective from June 21,
2017 to December 31, 2017 but will only
be enforced when active center span
lowering, securing, and towing
operations are in progress.

(2) The Coast Guard will rely on
marine broadcasts and local notice to
mariners to notify the public of the time
and duration that the safety zone will be
enforced. Violations of this safety zone
may be reported to the COTP at 718—
354—4353 or on VHF-Channel 16.

(d) Regulations. (1) The general
regulations contained in 33 CFR 165.23,
as well as the following regulations,
apply.

(2) During periods of enforcement, all
persons and vessels must comply with
all orders and directions from the COTP
or a COTP’s designated representative.

(3) During periods of enforcement,
upon being hailed by a U.S. Coast Guard
vessel by siren, radio, flashing light, or
other means, the operator of the vessel
must proceed as directed.

Dated: June 1, 2017.
Michael H. Day,

Captain, U.S. Coast Guard, Captain of the
Port New York.

[FR Doc. 2017-12855 Filed 6-19-17; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 9110-04-P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 312
[EPA-HQ-OLEM-2016-0786; FRL-9958-
47-OLEM]

Amendment to Standards and
Practices for All Appropriate Inquiries
Under CERCLA

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Direct final rule.

SUMMARY: EPA is taking direct final
action to amend the Standards and
Practices for All Appropriate Inquiries
to update an existing reference to a
standard practice recently revised by
ASTM International, a widely
recognized standards development
organization. Specifically, this direct
final rule amends the All Appropriate
Inquiries Rule to reference ASTM
International’s E2247-16 “‘Standard
Practice for Environmental Site
Assessments: Phase I Environmental
Site Assessment Process for Forestland
or Rural Property” and allow for its use
to satisfy the statutory requirements for
conducting all appropriate inquiries
under the Comprehensive
Environmental Response, Compensation
and Liability Act (CERCLA).

DATES: This rule is effective on
September 18, 2017, without further
notice, unless EPA receives adverse
comment by July 20, 2017. If EPA
receives such comment, we will publish
a timely withdrawal in the Federal
Register informing the public that this
direct final rule will not take effect.
ADDRESSES: Submit your comments,
identified by Docket ID No. EPA-HQ-
OLEM-2016-0786 at http://
www.regulations.gov. Follow the online
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instructions for submitting comments.
Once submitted, comments cannot be
edited or removed from Regulations.gov.
The EPA may publish any comment
received to its public docket. Do not
submit electronically any information
you consider to be Confidential
Business Information (CBI) or other
information whose disclosure is
restricted by statute. Multimedia
submissions (audio, video, etc.) must be
accompanied by a written comment.
The written comment is considered the
official comment and should include
discussion of all points you wish to
make. The EPA will generally not
consider comments or comment
contents located outside of the primary
submission (i.e. on the web, cloud, or
other file sharing system). For
additional submission methods, the full
EPA public comment policy,
information about CBI or multimedia
submissions, and general guidance on
making effective comments, please visit
https://www.epa.gov/dockets/
commenting-epa-dockets.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION, CONTACT: For
general information, contact the
CERCLA Call Center at 800—424—-9346 or
TDD 800-553-7672 (hearing impaired).
In the Washington, DC metropolitan
area, call 703—412-9810 or TDD 703—
412-3323. For more detailed
information on specific aspects of this
rule, contact Patricia Overmeyer, Office
of Brownfields and Land Revitalization
(5105T), U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency, 1200 Pennsylvania Avenue
NW., Washington, DC 20460-0002, 202—
566—2774, or overmeyer.patricia@
epa.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
1. General Information

A. Why is EPA using a Direct Final
Rule?

EPA is publishing this rule without a
prior proposed rule because we view
this as a noncontroversial action and
anticipate no adverse comment as this
action is just revising an existing
reference in part 312 to the updated
version of a standard practice recently
made available by ASTM International
(E2247-16). However, in the “Proposed
Rules” section of this Federal Register,
we are publishing a separate document
that will serve as the proposed rule if
adverse comments are received on this
direct final rule. We will not institute a
second comment period on this action.
Any parties interested in commenting
must do so at this time. For further
information about commenting on this
rule, see the ADDRESSES section of this
document.

If EPA receives adverse comment, we
will publish a timely withdrawal in the
Federal Register informing the public
that this direct final rule will not take
effect. We would address all public
comments in any subsequent final rule
based on the proposed rule.

B. Does this action apply to me?

This action offers certain parties the
option of using an available industry
standard to conduct all appropriate
inquiries at certain properties. Parties
purchasing large tracts of forested land
and parties purchasing large rural
properties may use the ASTM E2247-16
standard practice to comply with the all
appropriate inquiries requirements of
CERCLA. This rule does not require any
entity to use this standard. Any party
who wants to claim protection from
liability under CERCLA may follow the
regulatory requirements of the All
Appropriate Inquiries Rule at 40 CFR
part 312, use the ASTM E1527-13
Standard Practice for Phase I
Environmental Site Assessments to
comply with the all appropriate
inquiries provision of CERCLA, or use
the standard recognized in this direct
final rule, the ASTM E2247-16
standard.

Entities potentially affected by this
action, or who may choose to use the
newly referenced ASTM standard to
perform all appropriate inquiries,
include public and private parties who,
as bona fide prospective purchasers,
contiguous property owners, or
innocent landowners, are purchasing
large tracts of forested lands or large
rural properties and intend to claim a
limitation on CERCLA liability in
conjunction with the property purchase.
In addition, any entity conducting a site
characterization or assessment on a
property that consists of large tracts of
forested land or a large rural property
with a brownfields grant awarded under
CERCLA Section 104(k)(2)(B)(ii) may be
affected by this action. This includes
state, local and Tribal governments that
receive brownfields site assessment
grants. A summary of the potentially
affected industry sectors (by North
American Industry Classification
System (NAICS) codes) is displayed in
the table below.

Industry category NAICS code
Real Estate .............. 531
Insurance .........c....... 52412
Banking/Real Estate | 52292
Credit.
Environmental Con- 54162

sulting Services.
State, Local and

Tribal Government.
Federal Government

926110, 925120

925120, 921190, 924120

The list of potentially affected entities
in the above table may not be
exhaustive. Our aim is to provide a
guide for readers regarding those
entities that EPA is aware potentially
could be affected by this action.
However, this action may affect other
entities not listed in the table. If you
have questions regarding the
applicability of this action to a
particular entity, consult the person
listed in the preceding section entitled
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT.

C. Statutory Authority

This direct final rule amends the All
Appropriate Inquiries Rule setting
federal standards for the conduct of “all
appropriate inquiries’” at 40 CFR part
312. The All Appropriate Inquiries Rule
sets forth standards and practices
necessary for fulfilling the requirements
of CERCLA section 101(35)(B) as
required to obtain CERCLA liability
relief and for conducting site
characterizations and assessments with
the use of brownfields grants per
CERCLA section 104(k)(2)(B)(ii).

II. Background

On January 11, 2002, President Bush
signed the Small Business Liability
Relief and Brownfields Revitalization
Act (“the Brownfields Amendments”).
In general, the Brownfields
Amendments to CERCLA provide funds
to assess and clean up brownfields sites;
clarifies CERCLA liability provisions
related to innocent purchasers of
contaminated properties; and provides
funding to enhance State and Tribal
cleanup programs. In part, subtitle B of
the Brownfields Amendments revises
some of the provisions of CERCLA
section 101(35) and limits Superfund
liability under Section 107 for bona fide
prospective purchasers and contiguous
property owners, in addition to
clarifying the requirements necessary to
establish the innocent landowner
defense under CERCLA. The
Brownfields Amendments clarified the
requirement that parties purchasing
potentially contaminated property
undertake “all appropriate inquiries”
into prior ownership and use of
property prior to purchasing the
property in order to qualify for
protection from CERCLA liability.

The Brownfields Amendments
required EPA to develop regulations
establishing standards and practices for
how to conduct all appropriate
inquiries. EPA promulgated regulations
that set standards and practices for all
appropriate inquiries on November 1,
2005 (70 FR 66070). In the final
regulation, EPA referenced, and
recognized as compliant with the final
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rule, the ASTM E1527-05 “‘Standard
Practice for Environmental Site
Assessments: Phase I Environmental
Site Assessment Process.” The
regulation was amended in December
2013 to recognize the revised ASTM
E1527-13, “Standard Practice for
Environmental Site Assessments: Phase
I Environmental Site Assessment
Process” (78 FR 79319). EPA also
amended the All Appropriate Inquiries
Rule in December 2008 to recognize
another ASTM standard as compliant
with the final rule, the ASTM E2247-08
“Standard Practice for Environmental
Site Assessments: Phase I
Environmental Site Assessment Process
for Forestland or Rural Property” (73 FR
78716). Therefore, the All Appropriate
Inquiries Rule (40 CFR part 312)
currently allows for the use of both the
ASTM E1527-13 and the ASTM E2247—
08 standards to conduct all appropriate
inquiries, in lieu of following
requirements included in the final rule.
Note that in October 2014, EPA
withdrew the reference to the ASTM
E1527-05 standard from the AAI rule
(79 FR 60087).

Since EPA promulgated the All
Appropriate Inquiries Rule setting
standards and practices for the conduct
of all appropriate inquiries, ASTM
International published a revised Phase
I site assessment standard for
conducting Phase I environmental site
assessments of large tracts of rural and
forestland properties. This standard,
ASTM E2247-16, “Standard Practice for
Environmental Site Assessments: Phase
I Environmental Site Assessment
Process for Forestland or Rural
Property,” was reviewed by EPA, in
response to a request for its review by
ASTM International, and determined by
EPA to be compliant with the
requirements of the All Appropriate
Inquiries Rule.

II. What does this action do?

This direct final rule amends the All
Appropriate Inquiries Rule to allow the
use of the recently revised ASTM
standard, E2247-16, for conducting all
appropriate inquiries, as required under
CERCLA for establishing the innocent
landowner defense, as well as qualifying
for the bona fide prospective purchaser
and contiguous property owner liability
protections.

Section 12(d) of the National
Technology Transfer and Advancement
Act of 1995 (Pub. L. 104-113, section
12(d) (15 U.S.C. 272)) directs agencies to
use technical standards that are
developed or adopted by voluntary
consensus standards bodies, unless their
use would be inconsistent with
applicable law or otherwise

impracticable. ASTM International is an
internationally recognized voluntary
consensus standard body. The ASTM
E2247-16 “Standard Practice for
Environmental Site Assessments: Phase
I Environmental Site Assessment
Process for Forestland or Rural
Property” includes an environmental
site assessment process that EPA finds
is not inconsistent with the standards
and practices included in the All
Appropriate Inquiries Rule.

With this action, EPA is establishing
that, parties seeking liability relief
under CERCLA’s landowner liability
protections, as well as recipients of
brownfields grants for conducting site
assessments, will be considered to be in
compliance with the requirements for
all appropriate inquiries, as required in
the Brownfields Amendments to
CERCLA, if such parties satisfy the
applicability requirements and comply
with the procedures provided in the
ASTM E2247-16, ““Standard Practice for
Environmental Site Assessments: Phase
I Environmental Site Assessment
Process for Forestland or Rural
Property.” EPA determined that it is
reasonable to promulgate this
clarification as a direct final rule that is
effective 90 days from the date of
publication in the Federal Register,
rather than delay promulgation of the
clarification until after receipt and
consideration of public comments. EPA
made this determination based upon the
Agency’s finding that the ASTM E2247—
16 standard is ‘“not inconsistent with,”
and compliant with the All Appropriate
Inquiries Rule and the Agency sees no
reason to delay allowing for its use in
conducting all appropriate inquiries.
The Agency notes that this action does
not require any party to use the ASTM
E2247-16 standard. Any party
conducting all appropriate inquiries to
comply with the CERCLA requirements
at section 101(35)(B) for the innocent
landowner defense, the contiguous
property owner liability protection, or
the bona fide prospective purchaser
liability protection may continue to
follow the provisions of the All
Appropriate Inquiries Rule at 40 CFR
part 312, use the ASTM E1527-13
Standard or use the ASTM E2247-16
standard, as applicable.

In taking this action, the Agency is
allowing for the use of an additional
recognized standard or customary
business practice, in complying with a
federal regulation. This action does not
require any person to use the newly
revised standard. This action merely
allows for the use of ASTM
International’s E2247-16 “‘Standard
Practice for Environmental Site
Assessments: Phase I Environmental

Site Assessment Process for Forestland
or Rural Property” for those parties
purchasing relatively large tracts of rural
property or forestlands who want to use
the ASTM E2247-16 standard in lieu of
the following specific requirements of
the all appropriate inquiries rule or the
ASTM E1527-13 standard.

The Agency notes that there are no
significant differences between the
regulatory requirements in the All
Appropriate Inquiries Rule and the
standards and practices included in the
two ASTM standards (ASTM E1527-13
and ASTM E2247-16). To facilitate an
understanding of the revisions to the
ASTM E2247-08 Standard Practice for
Environmental Site Assessments: Phase
I Environmental Site Assessment
Standard for Forestland or Rural
Property, which was recognized by EPA
as compliant with the requirements of
the all appropriate inquiries regulation
in 2013, and the revised ASTM E2247—
16 Standard, which replaces the ASTM
E2247-08 standard, EPA developed, and
placed in the docket for this action, the
document “Summary of Updates and
Revisions to ASTM E2247 Standard
Practice for Environmental Site
Assessments: Phase I Environmental
Site Assessment Process for Forestland
or Rural Property.” Also in the docket
for this action is the document
“Comparison of the All Appropriate
Inquiries Regulation, the ASTM E1527—
13 Phase I Environmental Site
Assessment Process and the ASTM
E2247-16 Phase I Environmental Site
Assessment Process for Forestland or
Rural Property Standard.” This
document provides an overview of the
similarities and slight differences
between the AAI regulatory
requirements and the requirements
included in the two ASTM phase I
environmental site assessment
standards.

This action includes no changes to the
All Appropriate Inquiries Rule other
than to update the reference in the
regulation for the ASTM E2247
standard. This action replaces the
reference to the ASTM E2247-08
“Standard Practice for Environmental
Site Assessments: Phase I
Environmental Site Assessment Process
for Forestland or Rural Property” in the
All Appropriate Inquiries Rule with the
updated ASTM E2247-16 standard of
the same name. EPA is not seeking
comments on the standards and
practices included in the final rule
published at 40 part 312. Also, EPA is
not seeking comments on the ASTM
E2247-16 standard. EPA’s only action
with this direct final rule is recognition
of the ASTM E2247-16 standard as
compliant with the final rule, and
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therefore it is only this action on which
the Agency is seeking comment.

1V. Statutory and Executive Order
Reviews

Under Executive Order 12866 (58 FR
51735, October 4, 1993) and Executive
Order 13563 (76 FR 3821, January 21,
2011), this action is not a “significant
regulatory action” and is therefore not
subject to OMB review. Further, this
action will not have a significant impact
on a substantial number of small entities
and, as a result, is not subject to the
Regulatory Flexibility Act (5 U.S.C. 601
et seq.). Because this action does not
contain a Federal mandate that may
result in expenditures of $100 million or
more for State, local, and tribal
governments, in the aggregate or the
private sector in any one year, and does
not contain regulatory requirements that
might significantly or uniquely affect
small governments, it is not subject to
Sections 202, 203, and 205 of the
Unfunded Mandates Reform Act of 1999
(UMRA) (Pub. L. 104—4). This action
does not create new binding legal
requirements that substantially and
directly affect Tribes under Executive
Order 13175 (65 FR 67249, November 9,
2000). This action does not have
significant Federalism implications
under Executive Order 13132 (64 FR
43255, August 10, 1999). Because this
final rule has been exempted from
review under Executive Order 12866,
this final rule is not subject to Executive
Order 13211, entitled Actions
Concerning Regulations That
Significantly Affect Energy Supply,
Distribution, or Use (66 FR 28355, May
22,2001) or Executive Order 13045,
entitled Protection of Children from
Environmental Health Risks and Safety
Risks (62 FR 19885, April 23, 1997).
This final rule does not contain any
information collections subject to OMB
approval under the Paperwork
Reduction Act (PRA), 44 U.S.C. 3501 et
seq., nor does it require any special
considerations under Executive Order
12898, entitled Federal Actions to
Address Environmental Justice in
Minority Populations and Low-Income
Populations (59 FR 7629, February 16,
1994).

A. National Technology Transfer and
Advancement Act (NTTAA)

This action involves technical
standards. This action allows for the use
of the ASTM International Standard
known as Standard E2247-16 and
entitled “Standard Practice for
Environmental Site Assessments: Phase
I Environmental Site Assessment
Process for Forestland or Rural
Property.”

B. Congressional Review Act

This action is subject to the
Congressional Review Act (CRA), and
the EPA will submit a rule report to
each House of Congress and to the
Comptroller General of the United
States. This action is not a “major rule”
as defined by 5 U.S.C. 804(2).

List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 312

Environmental Protection,
Administrative practice and procedure,
Hazardous substances,
Intergovernmental relations, Reporting
and recordkeeping requirements,
Superfund.

Dated: June 12, 2017.
Barry N. Breen,

Acting Assistant Administrator, Office of
Land and Emergency Management.

For the reasons set out in the
preamble, the Environmental Protection
Agency amends title 40 chapter I of the
code of Federal Regulations as follows:

PART 312—INNOCENT
LANDOWNERS, STANDARDS FOR
CONDUCTING ALL APPROPRIATE
INQUIRIES

m 1. The authority citation for part 312
continues to read as follows:

Authority: Section 101(35)(B) of CERCLA,
as amended, 42 U.S.C. 9601(35)(B).

m 2. Section 312.11 is amended by

revising paragraph (a) to read as follows:

§312.11 References.
* * * * *

(a) The procedures of ASTM
International Standard E2247-16
entitled “Standard Practice for
Environmental Site Assessments: Phase
I Environmental Site Assessment
Process for Forestland or Rural
Property.”” This standard is available
from ASTM International at
www.astm.org, 1-610-832-9585.

* * * * *
[FR Doc. 2017-12841 Filed 6—19-17; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-50-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

50 CFR Part 300

[Docket No. 161223999-7438-03]

RIN 0648-BG61

Pacific Halibut Fisheries; Catch
Sharing Plan; Correction

AGENCY: National Marine Fisheries
Service (NMFS), National Oceanic and

Atmospheric Administration (NOAA),
Commerce.

ACTION: Final rule; correction.

SUMMARY: On April 20, 2017, NMFS
published a final rule to implement the
portions of the Pacific Halibut Catch
Share Plan (Plan) and management
measures that are not regulated through
the International Pacific Halibut
Commission (IPHC), including the sport
fishery allocations and management
measures for the IPHC’s regulatory Area
2A off Washington, Oregon, and
California (Area 2A). This regulation
corrects the opening dates for the 2017
sport fishery in the Columbia River
subarea (Leadbetter Point, WA to Cape
Falcon, OR); these were incorrect in the
original rule.

DATES: This correction is effective June
19, 2017.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Gretchen Hanshew, phone: 206-526—
6147, fax: 206-526-6736, or email:
gretchen.hanshew@noaa.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Need for Correction

On April 20, 2017, NMFS published
a final rule (82 FR 18581) that
implemented the Plan and management
measures that are not regulated through
the IPHC, including the sport fishery
allocations and management measures
for the IPHC’s regulatory Area 2A.
Subsequent to publication in the
Federal Register, two typographical
errors were noted in the section “2017
Sport Management Measures,” in the
Columbia River subarea.

On page 18583, in the last line of the
third column, an incorrect date was
provided for the opening of the
nearshore fishery in the Columbia River
subarea. This rule corrects the date to be
consistent with the Plan and state
regulations. The Plan describes that the
nearshore fishery in this subarea opens
subsequent to the all-depth fishery, on
the first Monday following the opening
of the all-depth fishery. State
regulations correctly announced the
2017 date that conforms with the Plan
framework, Monday, May 8, 2017.

On page 18584, in the fifth line of the
first column, an incorrect date was
provided for the opening of the all-
depth fishery in the Columbia River
subarea. This rule corrects the date to be
consistent with the Plan and state
regulations. The Plan describes that the
all-depth fishery in this subarea opens
the first Thursday of May, or on May 1
if it is a Friday, Saturday or Sunday.
State regulations correctly announced
the 2017 date that conforms with the
Plan framework, Thursday, May 4, 2017.
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The affected states and IPHC staff
have been notified of these corrections,
and the pending correct dates have been
announced on NMFS’s halibut hotline
(1-800-662—-9825 or 206 526—6667).
NMFS will not take enforcement action
against any individuals who relied on
the original, incorrect dates in good
faith. Therefore, these corrections are
anticipated by the public and the state
regulatory agencies, and their
implementation will cause no harm.

Correction

In the Federal Register of April 20,
2017 (82 FR 18581), paragraph (8)(d)(i),
beginning on page 18583, is corrected to
read as follows:

(i) This subarea is divided into an all-
depth fishery and a nearshore fishery.
The nearshore fishery is allocated 500
pounds of the subarea allocation. The
nearshore fishery extends from
Leadbetter Point (46°38.17" N. lat.,
124°15.88" W. long.) to the Columbia
River (46°16.00" N. lat., 124°15.88" W.
long.) by connecting the following
coordinates in Washington 46°38.17" N.
lat., 124°15.88" W. long., 46°16.00" N.
lat., 124°15.88" W. long. and connecting
to the boundary line approximating the
40 fm (73 m) depth contour in Oregon.
The nearshore fishery opens Monday,
May 8, and continues 3 days per week
(Monday—Wednesday) until the
nearshore allocation is taken, or
September 30, whichever is earlier. The
all-depth fishing season commences on
Thursday, May 4, and continues 4 days
a week (Thursday—Sunday) until 12,799
Ib (5.81 mt) are estimated to have been
taken and the season is closed by the
Commission, or September 30,
whichever is earlier. Subsequent to this
closure, if there is insufficient quota
remaining in the Columbia River
subarea for another fishing day, then
any remaining quota may be transferred
inseason to another Washington and/or
Oregon subarea by NMFS via an update
to the recreational halibut hotline. Any
remaining quota would be transferred to
each state in proportion to its
contribution.

Classification

Pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 553(b)(B), the
Assistant Administrator for Fisheries
(AA) finds there is good cause to waive
prior notice and an opportunity for
public comment on this action, as notice
and comment would be unnecessary
and contrary to public interest. Notice
and comment are unnecessary and
contrary to the public interest because
this action corrects inadvertent errors in
regulations for a fishery that opens on
May 4, and immediate notice of the
error and correction is necessary to

prevent confusion among participants in
the fishery that could result from the
existing conflict between state and tribal
regulations and the final rule. To
effectively correct the error, this
correction must go into effect as soon as
possible, as the affected Pacific halibut
sport fisheries open May 4. Thus, there
is not sufficient time for notice and
comment due to the imminent opening
of the fishery. In addition, notice and
comment is unnecessary because this
action makes only minor changes of
which the public, states, and IPHC staff
are already aware. This correction will
not affect the results of analyses
conducted to support management
decisions in the Pacific halibut fishery
nor change the total catch of Pacific
halibut. No change in operating
practices in the fishery is required.

For the same reasons stated above, the
AA has determined that good cause
exists to waive the 30-day delay in
effectiveness pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
553(d). Because prior notice and an
opportunity for public comment are not
required to be provided for this rule by
5 U.S.C. 553, or any other law, the
analytical requirements of the
Regulatory Flexibility Act, 5 U.S.C. 601
et seq., are not applicable. Accordingly,
no Regulatory Flexibility Analysis is
required for this rule and none has been
prepared.

This final rule is not significant under
Executive Order 12866.

Authority: 16 U.S.C. 773-773k; 1801 et
seq.

Dated: June 14, 2017.
Alan D. Risenhoover,

Acting Deputy Assistant Administrator for
Regulatory Programs, National Marine
Fisheries Service.

[FR Doc. 2017-12722 Filed 6-19-17; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-22-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

50 CFR Part 622
[Docket No. 1206013412—-2517-02]
RIN 0648-XF493

Fisheries of the Caribbean, Gulf of
Mexico, and South Atlantic; 2017
Commercial Accountability Measure
and Closure for Gulf of Mexico Greater
Amberjack

AGENCY: National Marine Fisheries
Service (NMFS), National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA),
Commerce.

ACTION: Temporary rule; closure.

SUMMARY: NMFS implements
accountability measures (AMs) for
commercial greater amberjack in the
Gulf of Mexico (Gulf) reef fish fishery
for the 2017 fishing year through this
temporary rule. NMFS projects
commercial landings for greater
amberjack will reach the commercial
annual catch target (ACT) by June 20,
2017. Therefore, NMFS closes the
commercial sector for greater amberjack
in the Gulf on June 20, 2017, and it will
remain closed until the start of the next
fishing year on January 1, 2018. This
closure is necessary to protect the Gulf
greater amberjack resource.

DATES: This rule is effective 12:01 a.m.,
local time, June 20, 2017, until 12:01
a.m., local time, January 1, 2018.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Kelli O’Donnell, NMFS Southeast
Regional Office, telephone: 727-824—
5305, or email: Kelli.ODonnell@
noaa.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: NMFS
manages the reef fish fishery of the Gulf,
which includes greater amberjack,
under the Fishery Management Plan for
the Reef Fish Resources of the Gulf
(FMP). The Gulf of Mexico Fishery
Management Council (Council)
prepared the FMP and NMFS
implements the FMP under the
authority of the Magnuson-Stevens
Fishery Conservation and Management
Act (Magnuson-Stevens Act) by
regulations at 50 CFR part 622. All
greater amberjack weights discussed in
this temporary rule are in round weight.

The commercial annual catch limit
(ACL) for Gulf greater amberjack is
464,400 Ib (210,648 kg), as specified in
50 CFR 622.41(a)(1)(iii). The
commercial quota (equivalent to the
commercial ACT) is 394,740 1b (179,051
kg), as specified in 50 CFR
622.39(a)(1)(v).

Under 50 CFR 622.41(a)(1)(i), NMFS
is required to close the commercial
sector for greater amberjack when the
commercial ACT is reached, or is
projected to be reached, by filing a
notification to that effect with the Office
of the Federal Register. NMFS has
determined the commercial ACT will be
reached by June 20, 2017. Accordingly,
the commercial sector for Gulf greater
amberjack is closed effective 12:01 a.m.,
local time, June 20, 2017, until 12:01
a.m., local time, January 1, 2018.

The operator of a vessel with a valid
commercial vessel permit for Gulf reef
fish with greater amberjack on board
must have landed, bartered, traded, or
sold such greater amberjack prior to
12:01 a.m., local time, June 20, 2017.
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During the commercial closure, the sale
or purchase of greater amberjack taken
from the EEZ is prohibited. The
prohibition on sale or purchase does not
apply to the sale or purchase of greater
amberjack that were harvested, landed
ashore, and sold prior to 12:01 a.m.,
local time, June 20, 2017, and were held
in cold storage by a dealer or processor.
The commercial sector for greater
amberjack will reopen on January 1,
2018, the beginning of the 2018 greater
amberjack commercial fishing season.

During the commercial closure, the
bag and possession limits specified in
50 CFR 622.38(b)(1) apply to all harvest
or possession of greater amberjack in or
from the Gulf exclusive economic zone
(EEZ). However, the recreational sector
for greater amberjack closed on March
24, 2017, until the start of the next
fishing year on January 1, 2018 (82 FR
14477, March 21, 2017). During this
recreational closure, the bag and
possession limits for greater amberjack
in or from the Gulf EEZ are zero.

Classification

The Regional Administrator,
Southeast Region, NMFS, has
determined this temporary rule is
necessary for the conservation and
management of Gulf greater amberjack
and is consistent with the Magnuson-
Stevens Act and other applicable laws.

This action is taken under 50 CFR
622.41(a)(1) and is exempt from review
under Executive Order 12866.

These measures are exempt from the
procedures of the Regulatory Flexibility
Act, because the temporary rule is
issued without opportunity for prior
notice and comment.

This action responds to the best
scientific information available. The
Assistant Administrator for NOAA
Fisheries (AA), finds that the need to
immediately implement this action to
close the commercial sector for greater
amberjack constitutes good cause to
waive the requirements to provide prior
notice and opportunity for public
comment pursuant to the authority set
forth in 5 U.S.C. 553(b)(B), as such
procedures would be unnecessary and

contrary to the public interest. Such
procedures are unnecessary because the
rule establishing the closure provisions
was subject to notice and comment, and
all that remains is to notify the public
of the closure. Such procedures are
contrary to the public interest because
of the need to immediately implement
this action to protect the greater
amberjack stock. The capacity of the
commercial sector allows for rapid
harvest of the commercial quota, and
prior notice and opportunity for public
comment would require time and would
potentially result in harvest exceeding
the commercial ACL.

For the aforementioned reasons, the
AA also finds good cause to waive the
30-day delay in the effectiveness of this
action under 5 U.S.C. 553(d)(3).

Authority: 16 U.S.C. 1801 et seq.

Dated: June 14, 2017.
Margo B. Schulze-Haugen,

Acting Deputy Director, Office of Sustainable
Fisheries, National Marine Fisheries Service.

[FR Doc. 2017-12746 Filed 6—14—17; 4:45 pm]
BILLING CODE 3510-22-P
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DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Animal and Plant Health Inspection
Service

7 CFR Part 319

[Docket No. APHIS-2016-0051]

RIN 0579-AE31

Importation of Campanula Spp. Plants
for Planting in Approved Growing

Media From Denmark to the United
States

AGENCY: Animal and Plant Health
Inspection Service, USDA.
ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: We are proposing to amend
the regulations governing the
importation of plants for planting to
authorize the importation of Campanula
spp. plants for planting from Denmark
in approved growing media into the
United States, subject to a systems
approach. The systems approach would
consist of measures that are currently
specified in the regulations as generally
applicable to all plants for planting
authorized importation into the United
States in approved growing media. This
proposed rule would allow for the
importation of Campanula spp. plants
for planting from Denmark in approved
growing media, while providing
protection against the introduction of
plant pests.
DATES: We will consider all comments
that we receive on or before August 21,
2017.
ADDRESSES: You may submit comments
by either of the following methods:
e Federal eRulemaking Portal: Go to
http://www.regulations.gov/
#!docketDetail;D=APHIS-2016-0051.
e Postal Mail/Commercial Delivery:
Send your comment to Docket No.
APHIS-2016-0051, Regulatory
Analysis and Development, PPD,
APHIS, Station 3A-03.8, 4700 River
Road Unit 118, Riverdale, MD 20737—
1238.
Supporting documents and any
comments we receive on this docket

may be viewed at http://
www.regulations.gov/
#!docketDetail;D=APHIS-2016-0051 or
in our reading room, which is located in
room 1141 of the USDA South Building,
14th Street and Independence Avenue
SW., Washington, DC. Normal reading
room hours are 8 a.m. to 4:30 p-m.,
Monday through Friday, except
holidays. To be sure someone is there to
help you, please call (202) 799-7039
before coming.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Dr.
Narasimha Samboju, Senior Regulatory
Policy Specialist, Plants for Planting
Policy, PPQ, APHIS, 4700 River Road,
Unit 133, Riverdale, MD 20737-1236;
(301) 851-2038.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Background

The regulations in 7 CFR part 319
prohibit or restrict the importation of
certain plants and plant products into
the United States to prevent the
introduction of quarantine plant pests.
The regulations contained in “Subpart—
Plants for Planting,” §§ 319.37 through
319.37—14 (referred to below as the
regulations), prohibit or restrict, among
other things, the importation of living
plants, plant parts, and seeds for
propagation or planting.

The regulations differentiate between
prohibited articles and restricted
articles. Prohibited articles are plants for
planting whose importation into the
United States is not authorized due to
the risk the articles present of
introducing or disseminating plant
pests. Restricted articles are articles that
may be imported into the United States,
provided that the articles are subject to
measures to address the associated risks.

Conditions for the importation into
the United States of restricted articles in
growing media are found in § 319.37-8.
In § 319.37-8, the introductory text in
paragraph (e) lists taxa of restricted
articles that may be imported into the
United States in approved growing
media, subject to the provisions of a
systems approach. Paragraph (e)(1) lists
the approved growing media, while
paragraph (e)(2) contains the provisions
of the systems approach. Within
paragraph (e)(2), paragraphs (i) through
(viii) contain provisions that are
generally applicable to all the taxa listed
in the introductory text of paragraph (e),
while paragraphs (ix) through (xiii)

contain additional, taxon-specific
provisions.

Currently, Campanula spp. plants for
planting from Denmark are not
authorized for importation into the
United States in approved growing
media. However, the Animal and Plant
Health Inspection Service (APHIS) has
received a request from the national
plant protection organization (NPPO) of
Denmark to authorize the importation of
Campanula spp. plants for planting in
approved growing media into the
United States.

In evaluating Denmark’s request, we
conducted a pest risk assessment (PRA)
and prepared a risk management
document (RMD). Copies of the PRA
and the RMD may be obtained from the
person listed under FOR FURTHER
INFORMATION CONTACT or viewed on the
Regulations.gov Web site (see
ADDRESSES above for instructions for
accessing Regulations.gov).

The PRA, titled “Importation of
Campanula spp. in Approved Growing
Media from Denmark into the United
States,” analyzed the potential pest risk
associated with the importation of
Campanula spp. plants for planting in
approved growing media into the
United States from Denmark.

The PRA identified 10 quarantine
pests that could be introduced into the
United States through the importation of
Campanula spp. plants for planting
from Denmark in approved growing
media:

Leaf Miners

e Liriomyza buhri,
e Liriomyza strigata, and
e Phytomyza campanulae

Whitefly
o Aleyrodes lonicerae
Aphids

Aphis psammophila,

Uroleucon campanulae,
Uroleucon nigrocampanulae, and
Uroleucon rapunculoidis

Thrips
o Thrips major
Snail

e Arianta arbustorum

The PRA determined that these 10
pests pose a medium risk of following
the pathway of Campanula spp. plants
for planting in approved growing media
from Denmark into the United States
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and having negative effects on U.S.
agriculture.

Based on these risk ratings, the RMD,
titled “Importation of Campanula spp.
in Approved Growing Media from
Denmark into the United States,”
identifies the phytosanitary measures
necessary to ensure the safe importation
into the United States of Campanula
spp- plants for planting in approved
growing media from Denmark. The RMD
finds that the mitigations that are
currently specified in paragraphs
(e)(2)(i) through (e)(2)(viii) of § 319.37—
8 and that are generally applicable to
the importation of all restricted articles
authorized importation into the United
States in approved growing media will
mitigate the risk associated with the
importation of Campanula spp. plants
for planting in approved growing media
from Denmark into the United States.

Accordingly, we propose to amend
the introductory text of paragraph (e) of
§319.37-8 to add Campanula spp.
plants for planting from Denmark to the
list of taxa authorized importation into
the United States in approved growing
media.

Executive Orders 12866 and 13771 and
Regulatory Flexibility Act

This proposed rule has been
determined to be not significant for the
purposes of Executive Order 12866 and,
therefore, has not been reviewed by the
Office of Management and Budget.
Further, because this proposed rule is
not significant, it does not trigger the
requirements of Executive Order 13771

In accordance with 5 U.S.C. 603, we
have performed an initial regulatory
flexibility analysis, which is
summarized below, regarding the
economic effects of this proposed rule
on small entities. Copies of the full
analysis are available by contacting the
person listed under FOR FURTHER
INFORMATION CONTACT or on the
Regulations.gov Web site (see
ADDRESSES above for instructions for
accessing Regulations.gov).

Based on the information we have,
there is no reason to conclude that
adoption of this proposed rule would
result in any significant economic effect
on a substantial number of small
entities. However, we do not currently
have all of the data necessary for a
comprehensive analysis of the effects of
this proposed rule on small entities.
Therefore, we are inviting comments on
potential effects. In particular, we are
interested in determining the number
and kind of small entities that may
incur benefits or costs from the
implementation of this proposed rule.

In 2014, U.S. production of potted
Campanula spp. plants was valued at

$683,000. The Small Business
Administration (SBA) small-entity
standard for entities involved in
floriculture production is $750,000 or
less in annual receipts. It is probable
that most domestic producers of potted
Campanula are small entities by the
SBA standard.

We do not have specific trade or
production data for Campanula spp.
plants in Denmark, but one Danish
industry group estimated that
production in 2010 reached 20 million
units. The NPPO of Denmark estimates
that shipments of Campanula plants in
growing media to the United States may
total $1 million annually, that is, the
volume could reach a level higher than
domestic U.S. production.

Although the rule could theoretically
enable Denmark-based exporters to
bypass U.S. growers altogether and
provide finished plants directly to
retailers, such a scenario is considered
unlikely, given the additional shipping
and marketing support costs associated
with shipping finished plants in pots. It
is more likely that the Danish growers
would continue to export immature
plants to U.S. growers who would then
grow them out for sale as finished
plants. Allowing the importation of
Campanula spp. in growing media
would positively affect the quality and
health of any such imported plants
relative to those imported without
growing media, and might also result in
related price adjustments for the retail
market. It is unlikely that it would
shorten the marketing chain by
eliminating the role of intermediate
handlers of plants. Instead, this action is
likely to benefit both importers and
domestic intermediate growers by
increasing the production quality, while
expanding the market size. It is possible
that some domestic growers of
unfinished Campanula would be
competing directly with Danish
suppliers, but at pre-saturation market
levels, this is also unlikely to be a
significant issue.

Executive Order 12988

This proposed rule has been reviewed
under Executive Order 12988, Civil
Justice Reform. If this proposed rule is
adopted: (1) All State and local laws and
regulations that are inconsistent with
this rule will be preempted; (2) no
retroactive effect will be given to this
rule; and (3) administrative proceedings
will not be required before parties may
file suit in court challenging this rule.

National Environmental Policy Act

To provide the public with
documentation of APHIS’ review and
analysis of any potential environmental

impacts associated with the importation
of Campanula spp. plants in approved
growing media from Denmark into the
United States, we have prepared an
environmental assessment. The
environmental assessment was prepared
in accordance with: (1) The National
Environmental Policy Act of 1969
(NEPA), as amended (42 U.S.C. 4321 et
seq.), (2) regulations of the Council on
Environmental Quality for
implementing the procedural provisions
of NEPA (40 CFR parts 1500-1508), (3)
USDA regulations implementing NEPA
(7 CFR part 1b), and (4) APHIS’ NEPA
Implementing Procedures (7 CFR part
372).

The environmental assessment may
be viewed on the Regulations.gov Web
site or in our reading room. (A link to
Regulations.gov and information on the
location and hours of the reading room
are provided under the heading
ADDRESSES at the beginning of this
proposed rule.) In addition, copies may
be obtained by calling or writing to the
individual listed under FOR FURTHER
INFORMATION CONTACT.

Paperwork Reduction Act

In accordance with section 3507(d) of
the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995
(44 U.S.C. 3501 et seq.), reporting and
recordkeeping requirements included in
this proposed rule have been submitted
for approval to the Office of
Management and Budget (OMB). Please
send comments on the Information
Collection Request (ICR) to OMB’s
Office of Information and Regulatory
Affairs via email to oira_submissions@
omb.eop.gov, Attention: Desk Officer for
APHIS, Washington, DC 20503. Please
state that your comments refer to Docket
No. APHIS-2016-0051. Please send a
copy of your comments to the USDA
using one of the methods described
under ADDRESSES at the beginning of
this document.

APHIS is proposing to amend the
regulations governing the importation of
plants for planting to authorize the
importation of Campanula spp. plants
for planting from Denmark in approved
growing media into the United States,
subject to a systems approach. The
systems approach would consist of
measures that are currently specified in
the regulations as generally applicable
to all plants for planting authorized
importation into the United States in
approved growing media. This proposed
rule would allow for the importation of
Campanula spp. plants for planting
from Denmark in approved growing
media, while providing protection
against the introduction of plant pests.

Implementing this information
collection will require respondents to
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complete a phytosanitary certificate,
written compliance agreements, and
inspections.

We are soliciting comments from the
public (as well as affected agencies)
concerning our proposed information
collection requirements. These
comments will help us:

(1) Evaluate whether the proposed
information collection is necessary for
the proper performance of our agency’s
functions, including whether the
information will have practical utility;

(2) Evaluate the accuracy of our
estimate of burden of the information
collection, including the validity of the
methodology and assumptions used;

(3) Enhance the quality, utility, and
clarity of the information to be
collected; and

(4) Minimize the burden of the
information collection on those who are
to respond, (such as through the use of
appropriate automated, electronic,
mechanical, or other technological
collection techniques or other forms of
information technology; e.g., permitting
electronic submission of responses).

Estimate of burden: Public reporting
burden for this collection of information
is estimated to average 0.83 hours per
response.

Respondents: Growers and the
national plant protection organization of
Denmark.

Estimated number of respondents: 3.

Estimated number of responses per
respondent: 62.

Estimated annual number of
responses: 185.

Estimated total annual burden on
respondents: 155 hours (Due to
rounding, the total annual burden hours
may not equal the product of the annual
number of responses multiplied by the
average reporting burden per response).

A copy of the information collection
may be viewed on the Regulations.gov
Web site or in our reading room. (A link
to Regulations.gov and information on
the location and hours of the reading
room are provided under the heading
ADDRESSES at the beginning of this
proposed rule.) Copies can also be
obtained from Ms. Kimberly Hardy,
APHIS’ Information Collection
Coordinator, at (301) 851-2483. APHIS
will respond to any ICR-related
comments in the final rule. All
comments will also become a matter of
public record.

E-Government Act Compliance

The Animal and Plant Health
Inspection Service is committed to
compliance with the EGovernment Act
to promote the use of the Internet and
other information technologies, to
provide increased opportunities for

citizen access to Government
information and services, and for other
purposes. For information pertinent to
E-Government Act compliance related
to this proposed rule, please contact Ms.
Kimberly Hardy, APHIS’ Information
Collection Coordinator, at (301) 851—
2483.

List of Subjects in 7 CFR Part 319

Coffee, Cotton, Fruits, Imports, Logs,
Nursery stock, Plant diseases and pests,
Quarantine, Reporting and
recordkeeping requirements, Rice,
Vegetables.

Accordingly, we propose to amend 7
CFR part 319 as follows:

PART 319-FOREIGN QUARANTINE
NOTICES

m 1. The authority citation for part 319
continues to read as follows:
Authority: 7 U.S.C. 450, 7701-7772, and

7781-7786; 21 U.S.C. 136 and 136a; 7 CFR
2.22, 2.80, and 371.3.

§319.37-8 [Amended]
m 2.In § 319.37-8, in the introductory
text of paragraph (e), the list of plants
is amended by adding, in alphabetical
order, an entry for “Campanula spp.
from Denmark”.

Done in Washington, DG, this 14th day of
June 2017.
Michael C. Gregoire,

Acting Administrator, Animal and Plant
Health Inspection Service.

[FR Doc. 2017-12801 Filed 6-19-17; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3410-34-P

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

10 CFR Part 50
[NRC-2008-0602, NRC—2002—-0020]
RIN 3150-AH43

Decoupling an Assumed Loss of
Offsite Power From a Loss-of-Coolant
Accident

AGENCY: Nuclear Regulatory
Commission.

ACTION: Discontinuation of rulemaking
activity and denial of petition for
rulemaking.

SUMMARY: The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (NRC) is discontinuing the
rulemaking activity, “Decoupling an
Assumed Loss of Offsite Power from a
Loss-of-Coolant Accident” (the LOOP/
LOCA rulemaking), and denying the
associated petition for rulemaking
(PRM), PRM—50-77. The purpose of this
action is to inform members of the

public of the discontinuation of the
rulemaking activity and the denial of
the PRM, and to provide a brief
discussion of the NRC’s decision
regarding the rulemaking activity and
PRM. The rulemaking activity will no
longer be reported in the NRC’s portion
of the Unified Agenda of Regulatory and
Deregulatory Actions (the Unified
Agenda).

DATES: Effective June 20, 2017, the
rulemaking activity discussed in this
document is discontinued and PRM—
50-77 is denied.

ADDRESSES: Please refer to Docket IDs
NRC-2008-0602 (rulemaking activity)
and NRC-2002-0020 (PRM) when
contacting the NRC about the
availability of information regarding this
document. You may obtain publicly-
available information related to this
document using any of the following
methods:

e Federal Rulemaking Web site: Go to
http://www.regulations.gov and search
for Docket IDs NRC-2008-0602
(rulemaking activity) and NRC-2002—
0020 (PRM). Address questions about
NRC dockets to Carol Gallagher;
telephone: 301-415-3463; email:
Carol.Gallagher@nrc.gov. For technical
questions, contact the individual listed
in the FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT section of this document.

e NRC’s Agencywide Documents
Access and Management System
(ADAMS): You may obtain publicly-
available documents online in the
ADAMS Public Documents collection at
http://www.nrc.gov/reading-rm/
adams.html. To begin the search, select
“ADAMS Public Documents” and then
select “Begin Web-based ADAMS
Search.” For problems with ADAMS,
please contact the NRC’s Public
Document Room (PDR) reference staff at
1-800—-397-4209, 301-415—4737, or by
email to pdr.resource@nrc.gov. The
ADAMS accession number for each
document referenced in this document
(if that document is available in
ADAMS) is provided the first time that
a document is referenced.

e NRC’s PDR: You may examine and
purchase copies of public documents at
the NRC’s PDR, Room O1-F21, One
White Flint North, 11555 Rockville
Pike, Rockville, Maryland 20852.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Robert Beall, Office of Nuclear Reactor
Regulation, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission, Washington, DC 20555—
0001; telephone: 301-415-3874; email:
Robert.Beall@nrc.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Table of Contents
I. Background
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II. Process for Discontinuing Rulemaking
Activities

III. Decoupling an Assumed Loss of Offsite
Power From a Loss-of-Coolant Accident

IV. Petition for Rulemaking (PRM-50-77)

V. Conclusion

I. Background

In both SECY-01-0133, ““Status
Report on Study of Risk-Informed
Changes to the Technical Requirements
of 10 CFR part 50 (Option 3) and
Recommendations on Risk-Informed
Changes to 10 CFR 50.46 (ECCS
Acceptance Criteria),” dated July 23,
2001 (ADAMS Accession No.
ML011800492), and SECY-02-0057,
“Update to SECY-01-0133, 'Fourth
Status Report on Study of Risk-Informed
Changes to the Technical Requirements
of 10 CFR part 50 (Option 3) and
Recommendations on Risk-Informed
Changes to 10 CFR 50.46 (ECCS
Acceptance Criteria)’” (ADAMS
Accession No. ML020660607), the NRC
staff recommended developing a
possible risk-informed alternative to
reliability requirements in § 50.46 of
title 10 of the Code of Federal
Regulations (10 CFR) and General
Design Criterion (GDC) 35, “Emergency
Core Cooling,” of appendix A, “General
Design Criteria for Nuclear Power
Plants,” to 10 CFR part 50, “Domestic
Licensing of Production and Utilization
Facilities.” On March 31, 2003, in the
staff requirements memorandum (SRM)
for SECY-02-0057, the Commission
directed the NRC staff to proceed with
a rulemaking to risk-inform the
emergency core cooling system (ECCS)
functional reliability requirements in
GDC 35 (ADAMS Accession No.
ML030910476). This proposed
rulemaking would provide licensees an
option to relax the current analysis
requirements for considering a loss of
offsite power (LOOP) to occur
coincident with a large-break loss-of-
coolant accident (LOCA) (the LOOP/
LOCA rulemaking). The SRM also stated
that the NRC staff should include
relevant issues and uncertainties that
can impact plant risk (e.g., delayed
LOQP and ‘““double sequencing” * of
safety functions).

In parallel with the LOOP/LOCA
rulemaking, the NRC pursued a separate

1Double sequencing is defined as a situation
where electrically powered safety and accident
mitigation equipment automatically start, shut
down, and restart in rapid succession when called
on to operate. Delayed LOOP and double
sequencing were evaluated and dispositioned in
GSI-171, “ESF Failure from LOOP Subsequent to
LOCA,” for the current regulations (https://
www.nrc.gov/sr0933/
Section%203.%20New % 20Generic % 20Issues/
171r1.html#). GSI-171 does not need to be
reevaluated if the LOOP/LOCA rulemaking is
discontinued.

rulemaking for a risk-informed
definition of large-break LOCA ECCS
analysis requirements (the 50.46a ECCS
rulemaking). The proposed regulations
in the 50.46a ECCS rulemaking would
have allowed both pressurized water
reactors (PWRs) and boiling water
reactors (BWRs) to decouple a LOOP
from a LOCA for certain break sizes.

II. Process for Discontinuing
Rulemaking Activities

When the NRC staff identifies a
rulemaking activity that can be
discontinued, the staff requests approval
from the Commission to discontinue it
in a Commission paper. The
Commission provides its decision in an
SRM. If the Commission approves
discontinuing a rulemaking activity, the
NRC staff informs the public of the
Commission’s decision.

A rulemaking activity may be
discontinued at any stage in the
rulemaking process. For a rulemaking
activity that has received public
comments, the NRC considers those
comments before discontinuing the
rulemaking activity; however, the NRC
staff will not provide individual
comment responses.

After Commission approval to
discontinue the rulemaking activity, the
NRC staff updates the next edition of the
Unified Agenda to indicate that the
rulemaking is discontinued. The
rulemaking activity will appear in the
completed section of that edition of the
Unified Agenda but will not appear in
future editions.

A rulemaking activity proposed for
discontinuation may have been initiated
in response to accepting one or more
PRMs, or may include issues from one
or more PRMs that were accepted and
added to the ongoing related rulemaking
activity. Therefore, discontinuation of
the rulemaking activity also requires the
NRC to take action to resolve the
associated PRM(s) and to inform the
petitioner(s) and the public of the NRC’s
action. The NRC’s action to discontinue
a rulemaking would normally result in
NRC denial of the associated PRM for
the same reasons.

III. Decoupling an Assumed Loss of
Offsite Power From a Loss-of-Coolant
Accident

The Boiling Water Reactor Owners
Group (BWROG) submitted for NRC
review a licensing topical report NEDO—
33148, “Separation of Loss of Offsite
Power from Large Break LOCA,” dated
April 27, 2004 (ADAMS Accession No.
ML041210900). The BWROG stated that
the licensing topical report would
support plant-specific exemption
requests to implement plant changes

that are currently not possible with the
existing regulatory requirements to
consider a LOOP coincident with a large
break LOCA. The NRC intended to
derive some of the technical support for
the proposed LOOP/LOCA rulemaking
from NEDO-33148. The proposed
rulemaking would allow BWR licensees
to make specific design changes that
otherwise could not be made without
exemptions from the current 10 CFR
50.46 requirements.

The BWROG initially chose to pursue
an approach that relied on a generic
probabilistic risk assessment (PRA) and
other published reports for justification
of several important assumptions made
in NEDO-33148 (e.g., large-break LOCA
probability, consequential/delayed
LOOP, and double sequencing of
electrical loads). The BWROG proposed
to address these issues in Revision 2 of
NEDO-33148, which was submitted on
August 25, 2006 (ADAMS Accession
No. ML062480321). Revision 2
presented the risk analyses as risk
assessment methodologies rather than a
generic risk assessment. In a letter to the
BWROG dated March 24, 2008 (ADAMS
Accession No. ML080230696), the NRC
detailed the conditions and limitations
that were required for approval of
NEDO-33148, Revision 2. Some of the
outstanding technical issues included
LOOP/LOCA frequency determinations,
seismic contributions to break
frequency, the maintenance of defense-
in-depth, and the treatment of delayed
LOQP and double sequencing issues.
The NRC staff determined that these
issues needed to be adequately
addressed in order to complete a
regulatory basis that could support a
proposed LOOP/LOCA rulemaking.

On June 12, 2008, the BWROG
formally withdrew its licensing topical
report, NEDO-33148, from further NRC
review and discontinued its supporting
effort. The BWROG’s withdrawal letter
(ADAMS Accession No. ML.081680048)
stated that further development of
NEDO-33148 ““is no longer cost
effective and, if ultimately approved in
the form presently desired by NRC staff,
adoption by licensees would most likely
be prohibitively expensive.”” The
withdrawal of NEDO-33148 and the
discontinued effort by the BWROG
demonstrated a potential loss of
industry interest in this initiative.

In SECY-09-0140, ‘“‘Rulemaking
Related to Decoupling an Assumed Loss
of Offsite Power From a Loss-of-Coolant
Accident, 10 CFR part 50, Appendix A,
General Design Criterion 35 (RIN 3150—
AHA43),” dated September 28, 2009
(ADAMS Accession No. ML092151078),
the NRC staff proposed three options for
the Commission to consider as a path
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forward on the LOOP/LOCA
rulemaking: (1) Discontinue the LOOP/
LOCA rulemaking, (2) proceed with the
LOOP/LOCA rulemaking without the
BWROG topical report, or (3) continue
to defer the LOOP/LOCA rulemaking
until implementation of the 50.46a
ECCS rulemaking. The Commission
approved the third option, to defer the
LOOP/LOCA rulemaking, in the SRM
for SECY-09-0140, dated July 2, 2010
(ADAMS Accession No. ML.101830056).

In SECY-16-0009,
“Recommendations Resulting from the
Integrated Prioritization and Re-
Baselining of Agency Activities,” dated
January 31, 2016 (ADAMS Accession
No. ML16028A189), the NRC staff
recommended that the 50.46a ECCS
rulemaking be discontinued. In the SRM
for SECY-16—-0009, dated April 13, 2016
(ADAMS Accession No. ML16104A158),
the Commission approved
discontinuing the 50.46a ECCS
rulemaking. A Federal Register notice,
published on October 6, 2016 (81 FR
69446), informed the public of the
NRC’s decision to discontinue the
50.46a ECCS rulemaking.

In support of the potential risk-
informed alternative to reliability
requirements in 10 CFR 50.46 and GDC
35, the NRC performed substantial work
in a number of technical areas,
including estimating LOCA frequencies
and the conditional probability of a
LOQP, given a LOCA (see memorandum
from A. Thadani to S. Collins,
“Transmittal of Technical Work to
Support Possible Rulemaking on a Risk-
Informed Alternative to 10 CFR 50.46/
GDC 35,” dated July 31, 2002 (ADAMS
Accession No. ML022120661)). As part
of this work, the NRC identified a
number of areas of uncertainty
associated with estimating the
conditional probability of a LOOP, given
occurrence of a LOCA, including very
limited data on major ECCS actuations
and LOOPs after such actuations,
incomplete knowledge about all of the
factors that can impact the probability of
consequential LOOP because of
electrical transient factors,? and the
impact on offsite system voltage due to
deregulation of the electric utility
industry. To complete a fully developed
regulatory basis for the LOOP/LOCA
rulemaking, the NRC staff would need
to ensure that these areas of uncertainty
are adequately addressed as part of the
rulemaking activity.

On June 28, 2016, and October 26,
2016, the NRC held public meetings

2 As used here, transient factors include the
electrical disturbance triggered by starting
electrically powered safety and accident mitigation
equipment as a result of the LOCA and the
conditions of the offsite transmission system grid.

(ADAMS Accession Nos. ML16203A003
and ML16319A153, respectively) to
receive external stakeholder feedback on
the need for a LOOP/LOCA rulemaking.
The NRC presented information on what
would be required by the NRC and the
industry to continue the proposed
rulemaking activity. The NRC’s position
was similar to the March 24, 2008, letter
to the BWROG detailing the information
that would be needed to complete
review of licensing topical report
NEDO-33148. Representatives from the
Nuclear Energy Institute and the PWR
and BWR Owners Groups also presented
their perspectives on continuing the
proposed LOOP/LOCA rulemaking
effort. The industry re-stated its view
from the 2008 withdrawal of the
licensing topical report that the
estimated implementation costs would
be prohibitively expensive for the
benefit received. In addition, industry
representatives recommended that the
NRC staff devote its resources to other
risk-informed licensing activities that
have significantly higher industry
interest, such as applications to
implement 10 CFR 50.69, “Risk-
informed categorization and treatment
of structures, systems and components
for nuclear power reactors,” and risk-
informed technical specifications.

The NRC is discontinuing the LOOP/
LOCA rulemaking activity. The current
regulations provide adequate protection
of public health and safety. This
rulemaking would have provided
licensees an option to relax the current
analysis requirements for considering a
LOORP to occur coincident with a LOCA.
Based on the feedback from the
industry, it is unlikely that any licensee
would seek licensing basis changes that
would rely on the proposed rulemaking.
The issues that caused the industry to
withdraw the BWROG topical report in
2008 are still applicable today and the
industry has greater interest in the
progress of other risk-informed
initiatives. Therefore, pursuit of this
effort would likely have minimal
practical impact on safety. Based upon
(1) the assessment that there is no
current adequate protection issue with
respect to compliance with the current
ECCS rule, (2) the lack of significant
safety benefits from the rulemaking, (3)
the industry’s representation that it
would be unlikely for any licensee to
voluntarily use the LOOP/LOCA rule
because the estimated implementation
costs would be prohibitively expensive
for the benefit received, and (4) the
industry’s stated interest in pursuing
other risk-informed licensing activities,
the NRC is discontinuing the LOOP/
LOCA rulemaking.

1V. Petition for Rulemaking
(PRM-50-77)

On May 2, 2002, the NRC received a
PRM from Bob Christie, Performance
Technology (ADAMS Accession No.
ML082530041), related to the topics in
the proposed LOOP/LOCA rulemaking.
The PRM requested that the NRC amend
its regulations in appendix A to 10 CFR
part 50 to eliminate the requirement to
assume a LOOP coincident with
postulated accidents. The NRC docketed
the petition and assigned it Docket No.
PRM—50-77. The NRC published a
notice of receipt and request for
comment on the PRM on June 13, 2002
(67 FR 40622), and received one
comment supporting the PRM from the
Strategic Teaming and Resource Sharing
organization (ADAMS Accession No.
ML022490192). The petition was
resolved by a decision to consider its
issues within the LOOP/LOCA
rulemaking, but the petition remained
open because of the ongoing
developments related to this
rulemaking. However, in late 2007, the
NRC Executive Director for Operations
approved changes to the PRM process to
enhance the efficiency and effectiveness
of dispositioning a PRM. As a result of
those enhancements, the NRC closed
this petition on April 13, 2009 (74 FR
16802), with a commitment to follow
through with the original resolution to
consider it within the LOOP/LOCA
rulemaking.

Because of the agency’s decision to
discontinue the LOOP/LOCA
rulemaking, the associated petition,
PRM-50-77, is denied for the reasons
discussed above. As provided at
§2.803(i)(2), the NRC has decided not to
complete the rulemaking action and is
documenting this denial of the PRM in
the docket for the closed PRM.

V. Conclusion

The NRC is no longer pursuing the
LOOP/LOCA rulemaking and is denying
PRM-50-77 for the reasons discussed in
this document. In the next edition of the
Unified Agenda, the NRC will update
the entry for the rulemaking activity and
reference this document to indicate that
the rulemaking is no longer being
pursued. The rulemaking activity will
appear in the completed actions section
of that edition of the Unified Agenda
but will not appear in future editions. If
the NRC decides to pursue a similar or
related rulemaking activity in the future,
it will inform the public through a new
rulemaking entry in the Unified Agenda.

Dated at Rockville, Maryland, this 14th day
of June 2017.
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For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
Annette L. Vietti-Cook,
Secretary of the Commission.
[FR Doc. 2017-12792 Filed 6—-19-17; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7590-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. FAA-2017-0561; Directorate
Identifier 2016—NM-141-AD]

RIN 2120-AA64

Airworthiness Directives; Airbus
Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation

Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking
(NPRM).

SUMMARY: We propose to supersede
Airworthiness Directive (AD) 2001-16—
01, which applies to certain Airbus
Model A330-301, —321, —322, —341, and
—342 airplanes, and certain Model A340
series airplanes; and AD 2014-17-06,
which applies to all Airbus Model
A330-200 series airplanes, Model
A330-200 Freighter series airplanes,
and Model A330-300 series airplanes.
AD 2001-16-01 requires inspections for
cracking of the aft cargo compartment
door, and corrective action if necessary.
AD 2014-17-06 requires revising the
maintenance or inspection program, as
applicable, to incorporate structural
inspection requirements. Since we
issued AD 2001-16-01 and AD 2014
17-06, we have determined that more
restrictive maintenance instructions and
airworthiness limitations are necessary.
This proposed AD would require
revising the maintenance or inspection
program, as applicable, to incorporate
new or revised airworthiness limitation
requirements; and remove airplanes
from the applicability. We are proposing
this AD to address the unsafe condition
on these products.

DATES: We must receive comments on
this proposed AD by August 4, 2017.
ADDRESSES: You may send comments,
using the procedures found in 14 CFR
11.43 and 11.45, by any of the following
methods:

e Federal eRulemaking Portal: Go to
http://www.regulations.gov. Follow the
instructions for submitting comments.

e Fax:202-493-2251.

e Mail: U.S. Department of
Transportation, Docket Operations, M—
30, West Building Ground Floor, Room
W12-140, 1200 New Jersey Avenue SE.,
Washington, DC 20590.

e Hand Delivery: Deliver to Mail
address above between 9 a.m. and 5
p-m., Monday through Friday, except
Federal holidays.

For service information identified in
this NPRM, contact Airbus SAS,
Airworthiness Office—EAL, 1 Rond
Point Maurice Bellonte, 31707 Blagnac
Cedex, France; telephone +33 5 61 93 36
96; fax +33 5 61 93 45 80; email
airworthiness.A330-A340@airbus.com;
Internet http://www.airbus.com. You
may view this referenced service
information at the FAA, Transport
Airplane Directorate, 1601 Lind Avenue
SW., Renton, WA. For information on
the availability of this material at the
FAA, call 425-227-1221.

Examining the AD Docket

You may examine the AD docket on
the Internet at http://
www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating Docket No. FAA-2017—
0561; or in person at the Docket
Management Facility between 9 a.m.
and 5 p.m., Monday through Friday,
except Federal holidays. The AD docket
contains this proposed AD, the
regulatory evaluation, any comments
received, and other information. The
street address for the Docket Operations
office (telephone 800-647-5527) is in
the ADDRESSES section. Comments will
be available in the AD docket shortly
after receipt.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Vladimir Ulyanov, Aerospace Engineer,
International Branch, ANM-116,
Transport Airplane Directorate, FAA,
1601 Lind Avenue SW., Renton, WA
98057-3356; telephone 425-227-1138;
fax 425-227-1149.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Comments Invited

We invite you to send any written
relevant data, views, or arguments about
this proposed AD. Send your comments
to an address listed under the
ADDRESSES section. Include “Docket No.
FAA-2017-0561; Directorate Identifier
2016-NM-141-AD" at the beginning of
your comments. We specifically invite
comments on the overall regulatory,
economic, environmental, and energy
aspects of this proposed AD. We will
consider all comments received by the
closing date and may amend this
proposed AD based on those comments.

We will post all comments we
receive, without change, to http://
www.regulations.gov, including any
personal information you provide. We
will also post a report summarizing each
substantive verbal contact we receive
about this proposed AD.

Discussion

On July 26, 2001, we issued AD 2001—
16—01, Amendment 39-12369 (66 FR
40874, August 6, 2001) (“AD 2001-16—
01”’), for certain Airbus Model A330-
301, -321, -322, —341, and —342
airplanes, and certain Model A340
series airplanes. AD 2001-16—01 was
prompted by reports of cracking in
several structural parts of the aft cargo
compartment door. AD 2001-16-01
requires repetitive inspections to detect
cracking of the aft cargo compartment
door, and corrective action if necessary;
and also provides optional terminating
action for the repetitive inspections. We
issued AD 2001-16-01 to detect and
correct cracking of the aft cargo
compartment door, which could result
in reduced structural integrity of the
airplane.

On August 15, 2014, we issued AD
2014-17-06, Amendment 39-17959 (79
FR 52181, September 3, 2014) (“AD
2014-17-06"), for all Airbus Model
A330-200 series airplanes, Model
A330-200 Freighter series airplanes,
and Model A330-300 series airplanes.
AD 2014-17-06 superseded AD 2011-
17—-08, Amendment 39-16772 (76 FR
53303, August 26, 2011). AD 2014-17—
06 was prompted by a revision of
certain airworthiness limitations items
documents, which specifies more
restrictive instructions and/or
airworthiness limitations. AD 2014-17—
06 requires a revision to the
maintenance or inspection program, as
applicable, to incorporate new or
revised structural inspection
requirements. We issued AD 2014—-17—
06 to detect and correct fatigue cracking,
damage, and corrosion in certain
structure, which could result in reduced
structural integrity of the airplane.

Since we issued AD 2001-16—-01 and
AD 2014-17-06, we have determined
that more restrictive maintenance
instructions and airworthiness
limitations are necessary, and that
Model A340 series airplanes should be
removed from the applicability as there
are currently no Model A340 series
airplanes on the U.S. register.

The European Aviation Safety Agency
(EASA), which is the Technical Agent
for the Member States of the European
Union, has issued EASA Airworthiness
Directive 2016—0152, dated July 27,
2016 (referred to after this as the
Mandatory Continuing Airworthiness
Information, or ‘“the MCAI"’), to correct
an unsafe condition for all Airbus
Model A330-200 Freighter, —200, and
—300 series airplanes; and Model A340-
200, —300, —500, and —600 series
airplanes. The MCAI states:
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The airworthiness limitations are currently
defined and published in the Airbus A330
and A340 Airworthiness Limitations Section
(ALS) documents.

The airworthiness limitations applicable to
the Damage Tolerant Airworthiness
Limitation Items (DT ALI), which are
approved by EASA, are specified in Airbus
A330 and A340 ALS Part 2. Failure to
comply with these instructions could result
in an unsafe condition [fatigue cracking,
damage, and corrosion in a certain structure,
which could result in reduced structural
integrity of the airplane].

EASA issued AD 2012-0211 (for A330
aeroplanes) [which corresponds to FAA AD
2014-17-06] and AD 2013-0127 (for A340
aeroplanes) [which corresponds to FAA AD
2001-16-01] to require the actions as
specified in Airbus A330 and A340 ALS Part
2 at original issue and Revision 01,
respectively.

Since those [EASA] ADs were issued,
Airbus issued Revision 01 and Revision 02,
respectively, of Airbus A330 and A340 ALS
Part 2, to introduce more restrictive
maintenance requirements and/or
airworthiness limitations.

For the reason described above, this
[EASA] AD retains the requirements of EASA
AD 2012-0211 and AD 2013-0127, which are
superseded, and requires accomplishment of
the actions specified in Airbus A330 ALS
Part 2 Revision 01 including Variation 1.1
and Variation 1.2, or A340 ALS Part 2
Revision 02 including Variation 2.1 and
Variation 2.2, as applicable (hereafter
collectively referred to as ‘the applicable
ALS’ in this [EASA] AD).

In addition, this [EASA] AD also
supersedes DGAC France AD 2001-126(B),
whose requirements applicable to A330
aeroplanes have been transferred into Airbus
A330 ALS Part 2, and supersedes DGAC
[Direction Générale de I’Aviation Civile ]
France AD 2001-124(B), EASA AD 2012—
0031 and AD 2012-0167, whose
requirements applicable to A340 aeroplanes
have been transferred into Airbus A340 ALS
Part 2 [EASA ADs 2001-124(B) and 2001—
126(B) correspond with FAA AD 2001-16—
01].

You may examine the MCAI in the
AD docket on the Internet at http://
www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating Docket No. FAA-2017—
0561.

Related Service Information Under 1
CFR Part 51

Airbus has issued the following
service information, which describes
airworthiness limitation requirements
for damage-tolerant airworthiness
limitation items. These documents are
distinct since they provide different
limitation requirements.

e Airbus A330 ALS Part 2, DT-ALI,
Revision 01, issue 02, dated November
30, 2015.

e Airbus 330 ALS Part 2, DT-ALI,
Variation 1.1, dated December 15, 2015.

e Airbus 330 ALS Part 2, DT-ALI,
Variation 1.2, dated May 27, 2016.

This service information is reasonably
available because the interested parties
have access to it through their normal
course of business or by the means
identified in the ADDRESSES section.

FAA’s Determination and Requirements
of This Proposed AD

This product has been approved by
the aviation authority of another
country, and is approved for operation
in the United States. Pursuant to our
bilateral agreement with the State of
Design Authority, we have been notified
of the unsafe condition described in the
MCAI and service information
referenced above. We are proposing this
AD because we evaluated all pertinent
information and determined an unsafe
condition exists and is likely to exist or
develop on other products of the same
type design.

This proposed AD requires revisions
to certain operator maintenance
documents to include new actions (e.g.,
inspections). Compliance with these
actions is required by 14 CFR 91.403(c).
For airplanes that have been previously
modified, altered, or repaired in the
areas addressed by this proposed AD,
the operator may not be able to
accomplish the actions described in the
revisions. In this situation, to comply
with 14 CFR 91.403(c), the operator
must request approval for an AMOC
according to paragraph (1)(1) of this
proposed AD. The request should
include a description of changes to the
required actions that will ensure the
continued damage tolerance of the
affected structure.

Differences Between This Proposed AD
and the MCAI

This proposed AD does not include
the Model A340 airplanes that are
specified in the MCAI We have added
that MCALI to the required airworthiness
actions list (RAAL) for the Model A340
airplanes.

The MCAI specifies that if there are
findings from the ALS inspection tasks,
corrective actions must be accomplished
in accordance with Airbus maintenance
documentation. However, this proposed
AD does not include that requirement.
Operators of U.S.-registered airplanes
are required by general airworthiness
and operational regulations to perform
maintenance using methods that are
acceptable to the FAA. We consider
those methods to be adequate to address
any corrective actions necessitated by
the findings of ALS inspections required
by this proposed AD.

Airworthiness Limitations Based on
Type Design

The FAA recently became aware of an
issue related to the applicability of ADs
that require incorporation of an ALS
revision into an operator’s maintenance
or inspection program.

Typically, when these types of ADs
are issued by civil aviation authorities
of other countries, they apply to all
airplanes covered under an identified
type certificate (TC). The corresponding
FAA AD typically retains applicability
to all of those airplanes.

In addition, U.S. operators must
operate their airplanes in an airworthy
condition, in accordance with 14 CFR
91.7(a). Included in this obligation is the
requirement to perform any
maintenance or inspections specified in
the ALS, and in accordance with the
ALS as specified in 14 CFR 43.16 and
91.403(c), unless an alternative has been
approved by the FAA.

When a TC is issued for a type design,
the specific ALS, including revisions, is
a part of that type design, as specified
in 14 CFR 21.31(c).

The sum effect of these operational
and maintenance requirements is an
obligation to comply with the ALS
defined in the type design referenced in
the manufacturer’s conformity
statement. This obligation may
introduce a conflict with an AD that
requires a specific ALS revision if new
airplanes are delivered with a later
revision as part of their type design.

To address this conflict, the FAA has
approved alternative methods of
compliance (AMOG:s) that allow
operators to incorporate the most recent
ALS revision into their maintenance/
inspection programs, in lieu of the ALS
revision required by the AD. This
eliminates the conflict and enables the
operator to comply with both the AD
and the type design.

However, compliance with AMOGCs is
normally optional, and we recently
became aware that some operators
choose to retain the AD-mandated ALS
revision in their fleet-wide
maintenance/inspection programs,
including those for new airplanes
delivered with later ALS revisions, to
help standardize the maintenance of the
fleet. To ensure that operators comply
with the applicable ALS revision for
newly delivered airplanes containing a
later revision than that specified in an
AD, we plan to limit the applicability of
ADs that mandate ALS revisions to
those airplanes that are subject to an
earlier revision of the ALS, either as part
of the type design or as mandated by an
earlier AD.

For purposes of this NPRM, in order
to ensure that affected airplanes are
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maintained in accordance with
mandatory instructions and
airworthiness limitations, this NPRM
includes the limitations specified in
Airbus 330 ALS Part 2, DT-ALLI,
Variation 1.1, dated December 15, 2015;
and Airbus 330 ALS Part 2, DT-ALI,
Variation 1.2, dated May 27, 2016. This
NPRM, therefore, applies to Model
A330-200, —200 Freighter, and —300
series airplanes with an original
certificate of airworthiness or original
export certificate of airworthiness that
was issued on or before May 27, 2016,
the date of approval of Airbus 330 ALS
Part 2, DT-ALI, Variation 1.2. Operators
of airplanes with an original certificate
of airworthiness or original export
certificate of airworthiness issued after
that date must comply with the
airworthiness limitations specified as
part of the approved type design and
referenced on the type certificate data
sheet.

Costs of Compliance

We estimate that this proposed AD
affects 101 airplanes of U.S. registry.

The actions required by AD 2014-17—
06, and retained in this proposed AD,
take about 1 work-hour per product, at
an average labor rate of $85 per work-
hour. Required parts cost about $0 per
product. Based on these figures, the
estimated cost of the actions that are
required by AD 2014-17-06 is $85 per
product.

We also estimate that it would take
about 1 work-hour per product to
comply with the basic requirements of
this proposed AD. The average labor
rate is $85 per work-hour. Required
parts would cost about $0 per product.
Based on these figures, we estimate the
cost of this proposed AD on U.S.
operators to be $8,585, or $85 per
product.

Authority for This Rulemaking

Title 49 of the United States Code
specifies the FAA’s authority to issue
rules on aviation safety. Subtitle I,
section 106, describes the authority of
the FAA Administrator. “Subtitle VII:
Aviation Programs,” describes in more
detail the scope of the Agency’s
authority.

We are issuing this rulemaking under
the authority described in “Subtitle VII,
Part A, Subpart III, Section 44701:
General requirements.” Under that
section, Congress charges the FAA with
promoting safe flight of civil aircraft in
air commerce by prescribing regulations
for practices, methods, and procedures
the Administrator finds necessary for
safety in air commerce. This regulation
is within the scope of that authority
because it addresses an unsafe condition

that is likely to exist or develop on
products identified in this rulemaking
action.

Regulatory Findings

We determined that this proposed AD
would not have federalism implications
under Executive Order 13132. This
proposed AD would not have a
substantial direct effect on the States, on
the relationship between the national
Government and the States, or on the
distribution of power and
responsibilities among the various
levels of government.

For the reasons discussed above, I
certify this proposed regulation:

1. Is not a “‘significant regulatory
action” under Executive Order 12866;

2. Is not a “‘significant rule” under the
DOT Regulatory Policies and Procedures
(44 FR 11034, February 26, 1979);

3. Will not affect intrastate aviation in
Alaska; and

4. Will not have a significant
economic impact, positive or negative,
on a substantial number of small entities
under the criteria of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39

Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation
safety, Incorporation by reference,
Safety.

The Proposed Amendment

Accordingly, under the authority
delegated to me by the Administrator,
the FAA proposes to amend 14 CFR part
39 as follows:

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

m 1. The authority citation for part 39
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40113, 44701.

§39.13 [Amended]

m 2. The FAA amends § 39.13 by:

m a. Removing Airworthiness Directives
(AD) 2001-16-01, Amendment 39—
12369 (66 FR 40874, August 6, 2001);
and AD 2014-17-06, Amendment 39—
17959 (79 FR 52181, September 3,
2014); and

m b. Adding the following new AD:

Airbus: Docket No. FAA-2017-0561;
Directorate Identifier 2016-NM-141-AD.
(a) Comments Due Date

We must receive comments by August 4,
2017.

(b) Affected ADs

This AD replaces AD 2001-16-01,
Amendment 39-12369 (66 FR 40874, August
6, 2001) (“AD 2001-16-01"); and AD 2014—
17-06, Amendment 39-17959 (79 FR 52181,
September 3, 2014) (“AD 2014-17-06").

(c) Applicability

This AD applies to the Airbus airplanes
identified in paragraphs (c)(1), (c)(2), and
(c)(3) of this AD, certificated in any category,
with an original certificate of airworthiness
or original export certificate of airworthiness
issued on or before May 27, 2016.

(1) Airbus Model A330-201, —202, —203,
—223, and —243 airplanes.

(2) Airbus Model A330-223F and —243F
airplanes.

(3) Airbus Model A330-301, —302, —303,
-321,-322,-323, —341, —342, and —343
airplanes.

(d) Subject

Air Transport Association (ATA) of
America Code 05, Periodic inspections.

(e) Reason

This AD was prompted by a determination
that more restrictive maintenance
instructions and airworthiness limitations are
necessary. We are issuing this AD to detect
and correct fatigue cracking, damage, and
corrosion in a certain structure, which could
result in reduced structural integrity of the
airplane.

(f) Compliance

Comply with this AD within the
compliance times specified, unless already
done.

(g) Retained Requirement: Maintenance or
Inspection Program Revision, With a New
Terminating Action

This paragraph restates the requirements of
paragraph (i) of AD 2014-17-06, with a new
terminating action. Accomplishing the
revision required by paragraph (j) of this AD
terminates the requirements of this
paragraph.

(1) Within 3 months after October 8, 2014
(the effective date of AD 2014—17-06): Revise
the maintenance or inspection program, as
applicable, by incorporating Airbus
Document AI/SE-M4/95A.0089/97, “A330
Airworthiness Limitation Items,” Issue 19,
dated March 23, 2012; “Variation to Issue 19
of ALI Document (referenced in ALS Part 2)
Damage Tolerant Airworthiness Limitation
Items (DT ALI),” variation reference
0GVLG120018/C0S, dated October 24, 2012;
and ‘“Variation to Issue 19 of ALI Document
(referenced in ALS Part 2) Damage Tolerant
Airworthiness Limitation Items (DT ALI),”
variation reference 0GVLG130002/C01, dated
March 26, 2013.

(2) Comply with all applicable instructions
and airworthiness limitations included in
Airbus Document AI/SE M4/95A.0089/97,
“A330 Airworthiness Limitation Items,”
Issue 19, dated March 23, 2012; “Variation to
Issue 19 of ALI Document (referenced in ALS
Part 2) Damage Tolerant Airworthiness
Limitation Items (DT ALI),” variation
reference 0GVLG120018/C0S, dated October
24, 2012; and ‘‘Variation to Issue 19 of ALI
Document (referenced in ALS Part 2) Damage
Tolerant Airworthiness Limitation Items (DT
ALI),” variation reference 0GVLG130002/
C01, dated March 26, 2013. The initial
compliance times for the actions specified in
Airbus Document AI/SE-M4/95A.0089/97,
“A330 Airworthiness Limitation Items,”
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Issue 19, dated March 23, 2012; “Variation to
Issue 19 of ALI Document (referenced in ALS
Part 2) Damage Tolerant Airworthiness
Limitation Items (DT ALI),” variation
reference 0GVLG120018/C0S, dated October
24,2012; and “Variation to Issue 19 of ALI
Document (referenced in ALS Part 2) Damage
Tolerant Airworthiness Limitation Items (DT
ALI),” 0GVLG130002/C01, dated March 26,
2013; are at the times specified in Airbus
Document AI/SE-M4/95A.0089/97, “A330
Airworthiness Limitation Items,” Issue 19,
dated March 23, 2012; ‘“Variation to Issue 19
of ALI Document (referenced in ALS Part 2)
Damage Tolerant Airworthiness Limitation
Items (DT ALI),” variation ref.
0GVLG120018/C0S, dated October 24, 2012;
and ‘“Variation to Issue 19 of ALI Document
(referenced in ALS Part 2) Damage Tolerant
Airworthiness Limitation Items (DT ALI),”
variation ref. 0GVLG130002/C01, dated
March 26, 2013; or within 3 months after
October 8, 2014 (the effective date of AD
2014-17-06), whichever occurs later.

(h) Retained Provision: Optional
Compliance, With a New Terminating
Action

This paragraph restates the provision in
paragraph (j) of AD 2014—-17-06, with a new
terminating action. Compliance with tasks
533021-02-01, 533021-02—-02, and 533021—
02-03, specified in “Variation to Issue 19 of
ALI Document (referenced in ALS Part 2)
Damage Tolerant Airworthiness Limitation
Items (DT ALI),” variation ref.
0GVLG120022/C0S, dated December 21,
2012, may be used as a method of
compliance to tasks 533021-01-01, 533021—
01-02, 533021-01-03 specified in Section
2.2.1 and 2.2.2 of Section 2, “Airworthiness
Limitations,” of Airbus Document AI/SE M4/
95A.0089/97, “A330 Airworthiness
Limitation Items,” Issue 19, dated March 23,
2012. Accomplishing the revision required
by paragraph (j) of this AD terminates the
provision specified in this paragraph.

(i) Retained Requirement: No Alternative
Intervals or Limits, With a New Exception

This paragraph restates the requirements of
paragraph (k) of AD 2014-17-06, with a new
exception. Except as provided by paragraph
(h) of this AD and as required by paragraph
(j) of this AD, after the maintenance or
inspection program, as applicable, has been
revised as required by paragraph (g) of this
AD, no alternative actions (e.g., inspections)
or intervals may be used unless the actions
or intervals are approved as an alternative
method of compliance (AMOC) under the
provisions of paragraph (1)(1) of this AD.

(j) New Requirement: Maintenance or
Inspection Program Revision

Within 3 months after the effective date of
this AD: Revise the maintenance or
inspection program, as applicable, by
incorporating the service information
specified in paragraphs (j)(1), (j)(2), and (j)(3)
of this AD. The initial compliance times for
the actions specified in the service
information referenced in paragraphs (j)(1),
(j)(2), and (j)(3) of this AD are the times
specified in the applicable service
information, or within 3 months after the
effective date of this AD, whichever occurs

later. Accomplishing the revision specified in
this paragraph terminates the requirements of
paragraph (g) of this AD and the provision
specified in paragraph (h) of this AD.

(1) Airbus A330 Airworthiness Limitations
Section (ALS) Part 2, Damage Tolerant
Airworthiness Limitation Items (DT-ALI),
Revision 01, issue 02, dated November 30,
2015.

(2) Airbus 330 ALS Part 2, DT-ALI,
Variation 1.1, dated December 15, 2015.

(3) Airbus 330 ALS Part 2, DT-ALI,
Variation 1.2, dated May 27, 2016.

(k) New Requirement: No Alternative
Actions or Intervals

After the maintenance or inspection
program, as applicable, has been revised, as
required by paragraph (j) of this AD, no
alternative actions (e.g., inspections) or
intervals may be used unless the actions or
intervals are approved as an AMOC in
accordance with the procedures specified in
paragraph (1)(1) of this AD.

(1) Other FAA AD Provisions

The following provisions also apply to this
AD:

(1) Alternative Methods of Compliance
(AMOCs): The Manager, International
Branch, ANM-116, Transport Airplane
Directorate, FAA, has the authority to
approve AMOG:s for this AD, if requested
using the procedures found in 14 CFR 39.19.
In accordance with 14 CFR 39.19, send your
request to your principal inspector or local
Flight Standards District Office, as
appropriate. If sending information directly
to the International Branch, send it to the
attention of the person identified in
paragraph (m)(2) of this AD. Information may
be emailed to: 9-ANM-116-AMOC-
REQUESTS®@faa.gov. Before using any
approved AMOC, notify your appropriate
principal inspector, or lacking a principal
inspector, the manager of the local flight
standards district office/certificate holding
district office.

(2) Contacting the Manufacturer: As of the
effective date of this AD, for any requirement
in this AD to obtain corrective actions from
a manufacturer, the action must be
accomplished using a method approved by
the Manager, International Branch, ANM—
116, Transport Airplane Directorate, FAA; or
the European Aviation Safety Agency
(EASA); or Airbus’s EASA Design
Organization Approval (DOA). If approved by
the DOA, the approval must include the
DOA-authorized signature.

(m) Related Information

(1) Refer to Mandatory Continuing
Airworthiness Information (MCAI) EASA
Airworthiness Directive 2016-0152, dated
July 27, 2016, for related information. This
MCAI may be found in the AD docket on the
Internet at http://www.regulations.gov by
searching for and locating Docket No. FAA—
2017-0561.

(2) For more information about this AD,
contact Vladimir Ulyanov, Aerospace
Engineer, International Branch, ANM-116,
Transport Airplane Directorate, FAA, 1601
Lind Avenue SW., Renton, WA 98057—-3356;
telephone 425-227-1138; fax 425-227-1149.

(3) For service information identified in
this AD, contact Airbus SAS, Airworthiness
Office—EAL, 1 Rond Point Maurice Bellonte,
31707 Blagnac Cedex, France; telephone +33
561 93 36 96; fax +33 5 61 93 45 80; email
airworthiness.A330-A340@airbus.com;
Internet http://www.airbus.com. You may
view this service information at the FAA,
Transport Airplane Directorate, 1601 Lind
Avenue SW., Renton, WA. For information
on the availability of this material at the
FAA, call 425-227—1221.

Issued in Renton, Washington, on June 9,
2017.
Michael Kaszycki,

Acting Manager, Transport Airplane
Directorate, Aircraft Certification Service.

[FR Doc. 2017-12614 Filed 6-19-17; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. FAA-2017-0559; Directorate
Identifier 2017-NM-013-AD]

RIN 2120-AA64

Airworthiness Directives; The Boeing
Company Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking
(NPRM).

SUMMARY: We propose to adopt a new
airworthiness directive (AD) for all The
Boeing Company Model 747-100, 747—
100B, 747-100B SUD, 747-200B, 747—
200C, 747-200F, 747-300, 747—400,
747-400D, 747—400F, 747SR, and 747SP
airplanes. This proposed AD was
prompted by a report of damage found
at the lower trailing edge panels of the
left wing and a broken fuse pin of the
landing gear beam end fitting. This
proposed AD would require repetitive
replacement or inspection of certain
fuse pins, and applicable on-condition
actions. We are proposing this AD to
address the unsafe condition on these
products.

DATES: We must receive comments on
this proposed AD by August 4, 2017.

ADDRESSES: You may send comments,
using the procedures found in 14 CFR
11.43 and 11.45, by any of the following
methods:

e Federal eRulemaking Portal: Go to
http://www.regulations.gov. Follow the
instructions for submitting comments.

e Fax:202-493-2251.

e Mail: U.S. Department of
Transportation, Docket Operations, M—
30, West Building Ground Floor, Room
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W12-140, 1200 New Jersey Avenue SE.,
Washington, DC 20590.

e Hand Delivery: Deliver to Mail
address above between 9 a.m. and 5
p.m., Monday through Friday, except
Federal holidays.

For service information identified in
this NPRM, contact Boeing Commercial
Airplanes, Attention: Contractual & Data
Services (C&DS), 2600 Westminster
Blvd., MC 110-SK57, Seal Beach, CA
90740-5600; telephone 562—-797-1717;
Internet https://
www.myboeingfleet.com. You may view
this referenced service information at
the FAA, Transport Airplane
Directorate, 1601 Lind Avenue SW.,
Renton, WA. For information on the
availability of this material at the FAA,
call 425-227-1221. It is also available
on the Internet at http://
www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating Docket No. FAA-2017—
0559.

Examining the AD Docket

You may examine the AD docket on
the Internet at http://
www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating Docket No. FAA-2017—
0559; or in person at the Docket
Management Facility between 9 a.m.
and 5 p.m., Monday through Friday,
except Federal holidays. The AD docket
contains this proposed AD, the
regulatory evaluation, any comments
received, and other information. The
street address for the Docket Office
(phone: 800-647-5527) is in the
ADDRESSES section. Comments will be
available in the AD docket shortly after
receipt.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Bill
Ashforth, Aerospace Engineer, Airframe
Branch, ANM-120S, FAA, Seattle
Aircraft Certification Office (ACO), 1601
Lind Avenue SW., Renton, WA 98057—
3356; phone: 425-917-6432; fax: 425—
917-6590; email: bill.ashforth@faa.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Comments Invited

We invite you to send any written
relevant data, views, or arguments about
this proposed AD. Send your comments
to an address listed under the
ADDRESSES section. Include “Docket No.
FAA-2017-0559; Directorate Identifier
2017-NM-013—-AD" at the beginning of
your comments. We specifically invite
comments on the overall regulatory,
economic, environmental, and energy
aspects of this proposed AD. We will
consider all comments received by the
closing date and may amend this
proposed AD because of those
comments.

We will post all comments we
receive, without change, to http://
www.regulations.gov, including any
personal information you provide. We
will also post a report summarizing each
substantive verbal contact we receive
about this proposed AD.

Discussion

We have received a report indicating
damage to the lower trailing edge panels
of the left wing of a 747—400 airplane.
Further inspection revealed that the left
wing fuse pin of the landing gear beam
end fitting had broken into two pieces.
The airplane had 17,879 total flight
cycles and 102,793 total flight hours at
the time of the failure. Boeing has done
an analysis and determined that the fuse
pin broke as a result of fatigue. Fatigue
cracking of the fuse pin, if not corrected,
could result in a broken fuse pin. A
broken fuse pin will not support the
wing landing gear beam, causing
damage to the surrounding structure,
including flight control cables and
hydraulic systems, which could result
in loss of controllability of the airplane.

Related Service Information Under
1 CFR Part 51

We reviewed Boeing Alert Service
Bulletin 747-57A2360, dated January
20, 2017. The service information

ESTIMATED COSTS

describes procedures for repetitive
replacement or inspection of certain
fuse pins, and applicable on-condition
actions. This service information is
reasonably available because the
interested parties have access to it
through their normal course of business
or by the means identified in the
ADDRESSES section.

FAA’s Determination

We are proposing this AD because we
evaluated all the relevant information
and determined the unsafe condition
described previously is likely to exist or
develop in other products of the same
type design.

Proposed AD Requirements

This proposed AD would require
accomplishment of the actions
identified as “RC” (required for
compliance) in the Accomplishment
Instructions of Boeing Alert Service
Bulletin 747-57A2360, dated January
20, 2017, described previously, except
for any differences between this
proposed AD and the service
information that are identified in the
regulatory text of this proposed AD.
Although the crack reports that
prompted this proposed AD were found
only on the left wing, this proposed AD
would require actions on both wings.

For information on the procedures
and compliance times, see this service
information at http://
www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating Docket No. FAA-2017—
0559.

Costs of Compliance

We estimate that this proposed AD
affects 158 airplanes of U.S. registry. We
estimate the following costs to comply
with this proposed AD:

: Cost per Cost on U.S.
Action Labor cost Parts cost product operators
Fuse pin replacement ...........ccccoeevenne 46 work-hours x $85 per hour = $3,910 $15,150 | $19,060 per re- Up to $3,011,480

Magnetic particle inspection® ..................

Surface inspection ™ ........cccoceiiiinieiiiennne

per replacement cycle.

48 work-hours x $85 per hour = $4,080
per inspection cycle.

10 work-hours x $85 per hour = $850
per inspection cycle.

placement cycle. per replacement
cycle.

0 | $4,080 per inspec- | Up to $644,640 per

tion cycle. inspection cycle.
0 | $850 per inspection | Up to $134,300 per
cycle. inspection cycle.

1Operators may choose which action they want to use.

We estimate the following costs to do
any necessary replacements that would

be required based on the results of the

determining the number of aircraft that

proposed inspection. We have no way of might need these replacements:
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ON-CONDITION COSTS
: Cost per
Action Labor cost Parts cost product

Fuse pin replacement

46 work-hours x $85 per hour = $3,910

Up to $15,150 Up to $19,060.

Authority for This Rulemaking

Title 49 of the United States Code
specifies the FAA’s authority to issue
rules on aviation safety. Subtitle I,
section 106, describes the authority of
the FAA Administrator. Subtitle VII:
Aviation Programs, describes in more
detail the scope of the Agency’s
authority.

We are issuing this rulemaking under
the authority described in Subtitle VII,
Part A, Subpart III, Section 44701:
“General requirements.” Under that
section, Congress charges the FAA with
promoting safe flight of civil aircraft in
air commerce by prescribing regulations
for practices, methods, and procedures
the Administrator finds necessary for
safety in air commerce. This regulation
is within the scope of that authority
because it addresses an unsafe condition
that is likely to exist or develop on
products identified in this rulemaking
action.

Regulatory Findings

We determined that this proposed AD
would not have federalism implications
under Executive Order 13132. This
proposed AD would not have a
substantial direct effect on the States, on
the relationship between the national
Government and the States, or on the
distribution of power and
responsibilities among the various
levels of government.

For the reasons discussed above, I
certify this proposed regulation:

(1) Is not a “significant regulatory
action”” under Executive Order 12866,

(2) Is not a ““significant rule” under
the DOT Regulatory Policies and
Procedures (44 FR 11034, February 26,
1979),

(3) Will not affect intrastate aviation
in Alaska, and

(4) Will not have a significant
economic impact, positive or negative,
on a substantial number of small entities
under the criteria of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39

Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation
safety, Incorporation by reference,
Safety.

The Proposed Amendment

Accordingly, under the authority
delegated to me by the Administrator,

the FAA proposes to amend 14 CFR part
39 as follows:

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

m 1. The authority citation for part 39
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40113, 44701.

§39.13 [Amended]

m 2. The FAA amends § 39.13 by adding
the following new airworthiness
directive (AD):

The Boeing Company: Docket No. FAA—
2017-0559; Directorate Identifier 2017—
NM-013-AD.

(a) Comments Due Date

We must receive comments by August 4,
2017.

(b) Affected ADs

None.
(c) Applicability

This AD applies to all The Boeing
Company Model 747-100, 747-100B, 747—
100B SUD, 747-200B, 747-200C, 747-200F,
747-300, 747—-400, 747—400D, 747-400F,

747SR, and 747SP airplanes, certificated in
any category.

(d) Subject

Air Transport Association (ATA) of
America Code 57, Wings.

(e) Unsafe Condition

This AD was prompted by a report of
damage found at the lower trailing edge
panels of the left wing and a broken fuse pin
of the landing gear beam end fitting. We are
issuing this AD to detect and correct cracking
in the fuse pin of the wing landing gear beam
end fitting. A broken fuse pin will not
support the wing landing gear beam, causing
damage to the surrounding structure,
including flight control cables and hydraulic
systems, which could result in loss of
controllability of the airplane.

(f) Compliance

Comply with this AD within the
compliance times specified, unless already
done.

(g) Actions Required for Compliance

Except as required by paragraph (h) of this
AD: At the applicable times specified in
paragraph 1.E., “Compliance,” of Boeing
Alert Service Bulletin 747-57A2360, dated
January 20, 2017, do all applicable actions
identified as required for compliance (“RC”)
in, and in accordance with, the
Accomplishment Instructions of Boeing Alert
Service Bulletin 747-57A2360, dated January
20, 2017.

(h) Exception to the Service Information

Where Boeing Alert Service Bulletin 747-
57A2360, dated January 20, 2017, specifies a
compliance time “after the original issue date
of this service bulletin,” this AD requires
compliance within the specified compliance
time after the effective date of this AD.

(i) Alternative Methods of Compliance
(AMOCs)

(1) The Manager, Seattle Aircraft
Certification Office (ACO), Transport
Airplane Directorate, FAA, has the authority
to approve AMOCs for this AD, if requested
using the procedures found in 14 CFR 39.19.
In accordance with 14 CFR 39.19, send your
request to your principal inspector or local
Flight Standards District Office, as
appropriate. If sending information directly
to the manager of the ACO, send it to the
attention of the person identified in
paragraph (j)(1) of this AD. Information may
be emailed to: 9-ANM-Seattle-ACO-AMOC-
Requests@faa.gov.

(2) Before using any approved AMOC,
notify your appropriate principal inspector,
or lacking a principal inspector, the manager
of the local flight standards district office/
certificate holding district office.

(3) An AMOC that provides an acceptable
level of safety may be used for any repair,
modification, or alteration required by this
AD if it is approved by the Boeing
Commercial Airplanes Organization
Designation Authorization (ODA) that has
been authorized by the Manager, Seattle
ACO, to make those findings. To be
approved, the repair method, modification
deviation, or alteration deviation must meet
the certification basis of the airplane, and the
approval must specifically refer to this AD.

(4) For service information that contains
steps that are labeled as Required for
Compliance (RC), the provisions of
paragraphs (i)(4)(i) and (i)(4)(ii) of this AD
apply.

(i) The steps labeled as RC, including
substeps under an RC step and any figures
identified in an RC step, must be done to
comply with the AD. If a step or substep is
labeled “RC Exempt,” then the RC
requirement is removed from that step or
substep. An AMOC is required for any
deviations to RC steps, including substeps
and identified figures.

(ii) Steps not labeled as RC may be
deviated from using accepted methods in
accordance with the operator’s maintenance
or inspection program without obtaining
approval of an AMOC, provided the RC steps,
including substeps and identified figures, can
still be done as specified, and the airplane
can be put back in an airworthy condition.

(j) Related Information

(1) For more information about this AD,
contact Bill Ashforth, Aerospace Engineer,
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Airframe Branch, ANM-120S, FAA, Seattle
ACO, 1601 Lind Avenue SW., Renton, WA
98057-3356; phone: 425-917-6432; fax: 425—
917-6590; email: bill.ashforth@faa.gov.

(2) For service information identified in
this AD, contact Boeing Commercial
Airplanes, Attention: Contractual & Data
Services (C&DS), 2600 Westminster Blvd.,
MC 110-SK57, Seal Beach, CA 90740-5600;
telephone 562-797-1717; Internet https://
www.myboeingfleet.com. You may view this
referenced service information at the FAA,
Transport Airplane Directorate, 1601 Lind
Avenue SW., Renton, WA. For information
on the availability of this material at the
FAA, call 425-227-1221.

Issued in Renton, Washington, on June 9,
2017.
Michael Kaszycki,

Acting Manager, Transport Airplane
Directorate, Aircraft Certification Service.

[FR Doc. 2017-12612 Filed 6-19-17; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. FAA-2017-0608; Directorate
Identifier 2017—CE-017-AD]

RIN 2120-AA64
Airworthiness Directives; Textron
Aviation Inc. Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking
(NPRM).

SUMMARY: We propose to adopt a new
airworthiness directive (AD) for certain
Textron Aviation Inc. Model 390
airplanes (type certificate previously
held by Beechcraft Corporation). This
proposed AD was prompted by reports
of hydraulic fluid loss from the engine
driven pumps (EDPs) on three different
airplanes. This proposed AD would
require an inspection to determine if an
affected EDP is installed with
replacement as necessary. We are
proposing this AD to address the unsafe
condition on these products.

DATES: We must receive comments on
this proposed AD by August 4, 2017.
ADDRESSES: You may send comments,
using the procedures found in 14 CFR
11.43 and 11.45, by any of the following
methods:

e Federal eRulemaking Portal: Go to
http://www.regulations.gov. Follow the
instructions for submitting comments.

e Fax:202-493-2251.

e Mail: U.S. Department of
Transportation, Docket Operations, M—
30, West Building Ground Floor, Room

W12-140, 1200 New Jersey Avenue SE.,
Washington, DC 20590.

o Hand Delivery: Deliver to Mail
address above between 9 a.m. and 5
p-m., Monday through Friday, except
Federal holidays.

For service information identified in
this NPRM, contact Textron Aviation
Inc., Textron Aviation Customer
Service, P.O. Box 7706, Wichita, Kansas
67277; telephone: (316) 517-5800;
email: premier@txtav.com; Internet:
www.txtavsupport.com. You may view
this service information at the FAA,
Small Airplane Directorate, 901 Locust,
Kansas City, Missouri 64106. For
information on the availability of this
material at the FAA, call (816) 329—
4148.

Examining the AD Docket

You may examine the AD docket on
the Internet at http://
www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating Docket No. FAA-2017—
0608; or in person at the Docket
Management Facility between 9 a.m.
and 5 p.m., Monday through Friday,
except Federal holidays. The AD docket
contains this NPRM, the regulatory
evaluation, any comments received, and
other information. The street address for
the Docket Office (phone: 800-647—
5527) is in the ADDRESSES section.
Comments will be available in the AD
docket shortly after receipt.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Paul
C. DeVore, Aerospace Engineer, Wichita
Aircraft Certification Office, 1801
Airport Road, Room 100, Wichita,
Kansas 67209; telephone: (316) 946—
4142; fax: (316) 946—4107, email:
paul.devore@faa.gov or Wichita-COS@
faa.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Comments Invited

We invite you to send any written
relevant data, views, or arguments about
this proposal. Send your comments to
an address listed under the ADDRESSES
section. Include ‘“Docket No. FAA—
2017-0608; Directorate Identifier 2017—
CE—-017—-AD” at the beginning of your
comments. We specifically invite
comments on the overall regulatory,
economic, environmental, and energy
aspects of this NPRM. We will consider
all comments received by the closing
date and may amend this NPRM
because of those comments.

We will post all comments we
receive, without change, to http://
www.regulations.gov, including any
personal information you provide. We
will also post a report summarizing each
substantive verbal contact we receive
about this NPRM.

Discussion

We received reports of hydraulic fluid
loss from the engine driven pumps
(EDPs) on three different Textron
Aviation Inc. Model 390 airplanes. In
one incident, the airplane exited the
runway at a high speed, resulting in
extensive damage to the airplane. One
manufacturing lot of EDPs has excessive
pitting in the aluminum port caps that
could cause multiple-origin fatigue
cracking of the port caps. Flammable
hydraulic fluid could leak into the
engine compartment, and the leaking
could also cause loss of all normal
hydraulic functions, including normal
anti-skid braking, ground spoilers,
speedbrakes, and normal landing gear
extension. This condition, if not
corrected, could result in loss of normal
hydraulic functions, which could lead
to a high-speed runway overrun and/or
an in-flight fire.

Related Service Information Under 1
CFR Part 51

We reviewed Parker Service Bulletin
66179-29-486, dated August 4, 2016,
which identifies the affected serial
number EDPs. We also reviewed
Beechcraft Mandatory Service Bulletin
SB 29-4161, dated November 18, 20186,
which describes procedures for
determining if an affected serial number
EDP is installed and procedures for
replacing the EDP if necessary. This
service information is reasonably
available because the interested parties
have access to it through their normal
course of business or by the means
identified in the ADDRESSES section.

FAA’s Determination

We are proposing this AD because we
evaluated all the relevant information
and determined the unsafe condition
described previously is likely to exist or
develop in other products of the same
type design.

Proposed AD Requirements

This proposed AD would require
accomplishing the actions specified in
the service information described
previously except as discussed under
“Differences Between this Proposed AD
and the Service Information.”

Differences Between This Proposed AD
and the Service Information

The service information specifies a
compliance time of 200 hours time-in-
service (TIS) or 12 months, whichever
occurs first. This proposed AD would
require a compliance of 100 hours TIS
to reduce the possibility of another
incident due to a cracked EDP. We
removed the 12 month calendar time
from the compliance time because we
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determined the unsafe condition is
related to flight hours of the airplane
rather than calendar time. The
requirements of this proposed AD take

precedence over the requirements of the
service information.

ESTIMATED COSTS

Costs of Compliance

We estimate that this proposed AD
affects 179 airplanes of U.S. registry.

We estimate the following costs to
comply with this proposed AD:

. Cost per Cost on U.S.
Action Labor cost Parts cost product operators
Inspection to determine if affected se- | .5 work-hour x $85 per hour = $42.50 | Not applicable ..........c.......... $42.50 $7,607.50
rial number EDP is installed.

We estimate the following costs to do
any necessary replacement that would
be required based on the results of the
proposed inspection. We estimate the

affected manufacturer lot of EDPs as 28
EDPs. If an airplane has two of the
affected EDPs installed, both EDPs must
be replaced. However, no more than a

ON-CONDITION COSTS

total of 28 EDPs will require replacing
for the U.S. fleet:

. Cost per
Action Labor cost Parts cost product
Replacement of the EDP .........cccccevvecereecieneeieseeiens 3 work-hours x $85 per hour = $255 .......ccceevevvrvennnne $17,388 $17,643

According to the manufacturer, some
of the costs of this proposed AD may be
covered under warranty, thereby
reducing the cost impact on affected
individuals. We do not control warranty
coverage for affected individuals. As a
result, we have included all costs in our
cost estimate.

Authority for This Rulemaking

Title 49 of the United States Code
specifies the FAA’s authority to issue
rules on aviation safety. Subtitle I,
section 106, describes the authority of
the FAA Administrator. Subtitle VII:
Aviation Programs, describes in more
detail the scope of the Agency’s
authority.

We are issuing this rulemaking under
the authority described in Subtitle VII,
Part A, Subpart III, Section 44701:
“General requirements.” Under that
section, Congress charges the FAA with
promoting safe flight of civil aircraft in
air commerce by prescribing regulations
for practices, methods, and procedures
the Administrator finds necessary for
safety in air commerce. This regulation
is within the scope of that authority
because it addresses an unsafe condition
that is likely to exist or develop on
products identified in this rulemaking
action.

Regulatory Findings

We determined that this proposed AD
would not have federalism implications
under Executive Order 13132. This
proposed AD would not have a

substantial direct effect on the States, on
the relationship between the national

Government and the States, or on the
distribution of power and
responsibilities among the various
levels of government.

For the reasons discussed above, I
certify this proposed regulation:

(1) Is not a “significant regulatory
action” under Executive Order 12866,

(2) Is not a “significant rule” under
the DOT Regulatory Policies and
Procedures (44 FR 11034, February 26,
1979),

(3) Will not affect intrastate aviation
in Alaska, and

(4) Will not have a significant
economic impact, positive or negative,
on a substantial number of small entities
under the criteria of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39
Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation

safety, Incorporation by reference,
Safety.

The Proposed Amendment

Accordingly, under the authority
delegated to me by the Administrator,
the FAA proposes to amend 14 CFR part
39 as follows:

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

m 1. The authority citation for part 39
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40113, 44701.

§39.13 [Amended]
m 2. The FAA amends § 39.13 by adding

the following new airworthiness
directive (AD):

Textron Aviation Inc.: Docket No. FAA-
2017-0608; Directorate Identifier 2017—
CE-017-AD.

(a) Comments Due Date

We must receive comments by August 4,
2017.

(b) Affected ADs

None.
(c) Applicability

This AD applies to Textron Aviation Inc.
(type certificate previously held by
Beechcraft Corporation) Model 390 airplanes;

serial numbers RB—4 through RB—295;
certificated in any category.

(d) Subject

Joint Aircraft System Component (JASC)/
Air Transport Association (ATA) of America
Code 29, Hydraulic Power.

(e) Unsafe Condition

This AD was prompted by reports of
hydraulic fluid loss from the engine driven
pumps (EDPs) on three different airplanes.
We are issuing this AD to prevent cracking
of the EDP that could cause leakage of
hydraulic fluid and possibly lead to loss of
normal hydraulic functions, which could
lead to a high-speed runway overrun and/or
an in-flight fire.

(f) Compliance

Comply with this AD within the
compliance times specified, unless already
done.

(g) Inspection

Within 100 hours time-in service (TIS)
after the effective date of this AD, inspect the
airplane to determine if any affected serial
number EDP, part number (P/N) 66179-01
(Beechcraft/Textron P/N 390-389022—-0003),
is installed on the airplane following the
Accomplishment Instructions in Beechcraft
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Mandatory Service Bulletin SB 29-4161,
dated November 18, 2016. Use table 1 in
Parker Service Bulletin 66179-29-486, dated
August 4, 2016, to identify the affected serial
numbers of EDP, P/N 66179-01 (Beechcraft/
Textron P/N 390-389022—-0003).

(h) Replacement

If any affected serial number EDP was
found during the inspection required in
paragraph (g) of this AD, within 100 hours
TIS after the effective date of this AD, replace
any affected serial number EDP, P/N 66179—
01 (Beechcraft/Textron P/N 390-389022—
0003), with a serviceable serial number EDP,
P/N 66179-01 (Beechcraft/Textron P/N 390—
389022—-0003) that is either not listed in table
1 in Parker Service Bulletin 66179—-29-486,
dated August 4, 2016, or has been reworked
following Parker Service Bulletin 66179-29—
486, dated August 4, 2016. Use the
Accomplishment Instructions in Beechcraft
Mandatory Service Bulletin SB 29-4161,
dated November 18, 2016, to do the
replacement actions.

(i) Alternative Methods of Compliance
(AMOCs)

(1) The Manager, Wichita Aircraft
Certification Office (ACO), FAA, has the
authority to approve AMOC:s for this AD, if
requested using the procedures found in 14
CFR 39.19. In accordance with 14 CFR 39.19,
send your request to your principal inspector
or local Flight Standards District Office, as
appropriate. If sending information directly
to the manager of the ACO, send it to the
attention of the person identified in
paragraph (j)(1) of this AD.

(2) Before using any approved AMOC,
notify your appropriate principal inspector,
or lacking a principal inspector, the manager
of the local flight standards district office/
certificate holding district office.

(j) Related Information

(1) For more information about this AD,
contact Paul C. DeVore, Aerospace Engineer,
Wichita ACO, 1801 Airport Road, Room 100,
Wichita, Kansas 67209; telephone: (316) 946—
4142; fax: (316) 946—4107, email:
paul.devore@faa.gov or Wichita-COS@
faa.gov.

(2) For service information identified in
this AD, contact Textron Aviation Inc.,
Textron Aviation Customer Service, P.O. Box
7706, Wichita, Kansas 67277; telephone:
(316) 517-5800; email: premier@txtav.com;
Internet: www.txtavsupport.com; Internet:
www.txtav.com. You may view this
referenced service information at the FAA,
Small Airplane Directorate, 901 Locust,
Kansas City, Missouri 64106. For information
on the availability of this material at the
FAA, call (816) 329-4148.

Issued in Kansas City, Missouri, on June 9,
2017.
Robert Busto,

Acting Manager, Small Airplane Directorate,
Aircraft Certification Service.

[FR Doc. 2017-12512 Filed 6-19-17; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. FAA—-2017-0034; Directorate
Identifier 2016—-NE-32—-AD]

RIN 2120-AA64

Airworthiness Directives; Honeywell
International Inc. Turbofan Engines

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking
(NPRM).

SUMMARY: We propose to adopt a new
airworthiness directive (AD) for certain
Honeywell International Inc.
(Honeywell) AS907—1-1A turbofan
engines. This proposed AD was
prompted by reports of loss of power
due to failure of the second stage low-
pressure turbine (LPT2) blade. This
proposed AD would require a one-time
inspection of the LPT2 blades and, if the
blades fail the inspection, the
replacement of the blades with a part
eligible for installation. We are
proposing this AD to correct the unsafe
condition on these products.

DATES: We must receive comments on
this proposed AD by August 4, 2017.

ADDRESSES: You may send comments,
using the procedures found in 14 CFR
11.43 and 11.45, by any of the following
methods:

e Federal eRulemaking Portal: Go to
http://www.regulations.gov. Follow the
instructions for submitting comments.

e Fax:202—-493-2251.

e Mail: U.S. Department of
Transportation, Docket Operations, M—
30, West Building Ground Floor, Room
W12-140, 1200 New Jersey Avenue SE.,
Washington, DC 20590.

e Hand Delivery: Deliver to Mail
address above between 9 a.m. and 5
p-m., Monday through Friday, except
Federal holidays.

For service information identified in
this NPRM, contact Honeywell
International Inc., 111 S 34th Street,
Phoenix, AZ 85034—2802; phone: 800—
601-3099; Internet: https://
myaerospace.honeywell.com/wps/
portal/!ut/. You may view this service
information at the FAA, Engine &
Propeller Directorate, 1200 District
Avenue, Burlington, MA. For
information on the availability of this
material at the FAA, call 781-238-7125.

Examining the AD Docket

You may examine the AD docket on
the Internet at http://
www.regulations.gov by searching for

and locating Docket No. FAA-2017—
0034; or in person at the Docket
Management Facility between 9 a.m.
and 5 p.m., Monday through Friday,
except Federal holidays. The AD docket
contains this proposed AD, the
regulatory evaluation, any comments
received, and other information. The
street address for the Docket Office
(phone: 800-647-5527) is in the
ADDRESSES section. Comments will be
available in the AD docket shortly after
receipt.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Joseph Costa, Aerospace Engineer, Los
Angeles Aircraft Certification Office,
FAA, Transport Airplane Directorate,
3960 Paramount Blvd., Lakewood, CA
90712-4137; phone: 562—627-5246; fax:
562—627-5210; email: joseph.costa@
faa.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Comments Invited

We invite you to send any written
relevant data, views, or arguments about
this proposal. Send your comments to
an address listed under the ADDRESSES
section. Include “Docket No. FAA—
2017-0034; Directorate Identifier 2016—
NE-32—-AD” at the beginning of your
comments. We specifically invite
comments on the overall regulatory,
economic, environmental, and energy
aspects of this proposed AD. We will
consider all comments received by the
closing date and may amend this
proposed AD because of those
comments.

We will post all comments we
receive, without change, to http://
www.regulations.gov, including any
personal information you provide. We
will also post a report summarizing each
substantive verbal contact we receive
about this proposed AD.

Discussion

We received reports of a loss of power
due to failure of the LPT2 blade from
high-cycle fatigue in the blade’s dovetail
region at similar times-in-service. The
probable cause of this failure is wear
and fretting of the LPT2 blade Z gap
contact area at the blade tip shroud that
leads to loss of dampening and
increased vibration of the LPT2 blade.
This tip shroud condition in two new
production engines with the same time-
in-service, if not corrected, could result
in failure of the LPT2 blades, failure of
one or more engines, and loss of the
airplane.

Related Service Information Under 1
CFR Part 51

We reviewed Honeywell Service
Bulletin (SB) AS907—-72-9067, Revision
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1, dated March 20, 2017. This SB
describes procedures for inspecting the
LPT2 blades. This service information is
reasonably available because the
interested parties have access to it
through their normal course of business
or by the means identified in the
ADDRESSES section.

Other Related Service Information

We reviewed Honeywell SB AS907—
72-9067, Revision 0, dated December
12, 2016, which also describe
procedures for inspecting the LPT2
blades. We also reviewed the Honeywell
Light Maintenance Manual, AS907-1—
1A, 72—00-00, Section 72—-05-12, dated
May 25, 2016, and Section 72-55-03,
dated September 27, 2011, which
provide additional guidance for
performing borescope inspections.

FAA’s Determination

We are proposing this AD because we
evaluated all the relevant information
and determined the unsafe condition
described previously is likely to exist or
develop in other products of the same
type design.

Proposed AD Requirements

This proposed AD would require a
one-time borescope inspection of the
LPT2 blades and, if the blades fail the
inspection, replacement of the blades
with an LPT2 rotor assembly eligible for
installation.

Differences Between This Proposed AD
and the Service Information

Honeywell SB AS907-72-9067,
Revision 1, dated March 20, 2017,
recommends borescope inspections of
the affected LPT2 blades with more than

ESTIMATED COSTS

8,000 hours-since-new (HSN) and
recommends that these inspections be
completed within 400 operating hours
after the issuance of Honeywell SB
AS907-72-9067, Revision 0, dated
December 12, 2016. This NPRM would
require inspections of affected LPT2
blades with more than 8,000 HSN and
requires that these inspections be
completed within 200 operating hours
after the effective date of this AD. This
NPRM includes a reporting requirement
that Honeywell SB AS907-72-9067,
Revision 1, dated March 20, 2017 does
not.

Costs of Compliance

We estimate that this proposed AD
affects 40 engines installed on airplanes
of U.S. registry.

We estimate the following costs to
comply with this proposed AD:

: Cost per Cost on U.S.
Action Labor cost Parts cost product operators
Borescope inSPection ..........cccceeeeeeeeererenneenes 10 work-hours x $85 per hour = $850 ........... $0 $850 $34,000
Report results of inspection ..........c.cccoceeeieene 1 work-hour x $85 per hour = 85 ................... 0 85 3,400
We estimate the following costs to do  proposed inspection. We estimate that
any necessary replacements that would 40 engines will need this replacement.
be required based on the results of the
ON-CONDITION COSTS
. Cost per
Action Labor cost Parts cost product
Replacement of the LPT2 blade set ........cccoccevvveenens 50 work-hours x $85 per hour = $4,250 .........c.ccoueneeee. $50,000 $54,250

Paperwork Reduction Act

A federal agency may not conduct or
sponsor, and a person is not required to
respond to, nor shall a person be subject
to penalty for failure to comply with a
collection of information subject to the
requirements of the Paperwork
Reduction Act unless that collection of
information displays a current valid
OMB control number. The control
number for the collection of information
required by this AD is 2120—0056. The
paperwork cost associated with this AD
has been detailed in the Costs of
Compliance section of this document
and includes time for reviewing
instructions, as well as completing and
reviewing the collection of information.
Therefore, all reporting associated with
this AD is mandatory. Comments
concerning the accuracy of this burden
and suggestions for reducing the burden
should be directed to the FAA at 800
Independence Ave. SW., Washington,

DC 20591. ATTN: Information
Collection Clearance Officer, AES—200.

Authority for This Rulemaking

Title 49 of the United States Code
specifies the FAA’s authority to issue
rules on aviation safety. Subtitle I,
section 106, describes the authority of
the FAA Administrator. Subtitle VII:
Aviation Programs, describes in more
detail the scope of the Agency’s
authority.

We are issuing this rulemaking under
the authority described in Subtitle VII,
Part A, Subpart III, Section 44701:
“General requirements.” Under that
section, Congress charges the FAA with
promoting safe flight of civil aircraft in
air commerce by prescribing regulations
for practices, methods, and procedures
the Administrator finds necessary for
safety in air commerce. This regulation
is within the scope of that authority
because it addresses an unsafe condition
that is likely to exist or develop on

products identified in this rulemaking
action.

Regulatory Findings

We determined that this proposed AD
would not have federalism implications
under Executive Order 13132. This
proposed AD would not have a
substantial direct effect on the States, on
the relationship between the national
Government and the States, or on the
distribution of power and
responsibilities among the various
levels of government.

For the reasons discussed above, I
certify this proposed regulation:

(1) Is not a “significant regulatory
action” under Executive Order 12866,

(2) Is not a “significant rule”” under
the DOT Regulatory Policies and
Procedures (44 FR 11034, February 26,
1979),

(3) Will not affect intrastate aviation
in Alaska to the extent that it justifies
making a regulatory distinction, and
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(4) Will not have a significant
economic impact, positive or negative,
on a substantial number of small entities
under the criteria of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39

Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation
safety, Incorporation by reference,
Safety.

The Proposed Amendment

Accordingly, under the authority
delegated to me by the Administrator,
the FAA proposes to amend 14 CFR part
39 as follows:

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

m 1. The authority citation for part 39
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40113, 44701.

§39.13 [Amended]

m 2. The FAA amends § 39.13 by adding
the following new airworthiness
directive (AD):

Honeywell International Inc.: Docket No.
FAA-2017-0034; Directorate Identifier
2016—-NE-32—-AD.

(a) Comments Due Date

We must receive comments by August 4,
2017.

(b) Affected ADs

None.
(c) Applicability

This AD applies to Honeywell
International Inc. (Honeywell) AS907-1-1A
turbofan engines with second stage low-

pressure turbine (LPT2) rotor blades, part
number (P/N) 3035602—1, installed.

(d) Subject

Joint Aircraft System Component (JASC)
Code 7250, Turbine Section.

(e) Unsafe Condition

This AD was prompted by reports of loss
of power due to failure of the LPT2 blade. We
are issuing this AD to prevent failure of the
LPT2 blades, failure of one or more engines,
and loss of the airplane.

(f) Compliance

Comply with this AD within the
compliance times specified, unless already
done.

(1) For LPT2 rotor blades, P/N 3035602-1
that have more than 8,000 hours since new
on the effective date of this AD, perform a
one-time borescope inspection for wear of the
Z gap contact area at the blade tip shroud for
each of the 62 LPT2 rotor blades within 200
hours time in service after the effective date
of this AD.

(2) Use the Accomplishment Instructions,
Paragraph 3.B.(1), of Honeywell Service
Bulletin (SB) AS907-72-9067, Revision 1,
dated March 20, 2017, to do the inspection.

(3) If the measured wear and/or fretting of
any Z gap contact area is greater than 0.005
inch, replace the LPT2 rotor assembly with
a part eligible for installation before further
flight.

(4) Do the following actions within 200
hours time in service after the effective date
of this AD:

(i) Using a borescope make a clear digital
image of the Z gap contact area at the blade
tip shroud of the 62 LPT2 rotor blades.

(ii) Identify the three Z gap contact areas
with the greatest amount of wear and/or
fretting.

(iii) Record the blade position on the LPT2
rotor assembly and the measured wear of the
three Z gap contact areas with the greatest
amount of wear and/or fretting.

(iv) Send the results to Honeywell at
engine.reliability@honeywell.com within 30
days after completing these actions.

(g) Credit for Previous Actions

You may take credit for the actions
required by paragraphs (f)(1) and (4) of this
AD, if you performed these actions before the
effective date of this AD using Honeywell SB
AS907-72-9067, Revision 0, dated December
12, 2016.

(h) Paperwork Reduction Act Burden
Statement

A federal agency may not conduct or
sponsor, and a person is not required to
respond to, nor shall a person be subject to
a penalty for failure to comply with a
collection of information subject to the
requirements of the Paperwork Reduction
Act unless that collection of information
displays a current valid OMB Control
Number. The OMB Control Number for this
information collection is 2120-0056. Public
reporting for this collection of information is
estimated to be approximately 5 minutes per
response, including the time for reviewing
instructions, completing and reviewing the
collection of information. All responses to
this collection of information are mandatory.
Comments concerning the accuracy of this
burden and suggestions for reducing the
burden should be directed to the FAA at: 800
Independence Ave. SW., Washington, DC
20591, Attn: Information Collection
Clearance Officer, AES-200.

(i) Alternative Methods of Compliance
(AMOCs)

The Manager, Los Angeles Aircraft
Certification Office, FAA, may approve
AMOC:s for this AD. Use the procedures
found in 14 CFR 39.19 to make your request.

(j) Related Information

(1) For more information about this
proposed AD, contact Joseph Costa,
Aerospace Engineer, Los Angeles Aircraft
Certification Office, FAA, Transport Airplane
Directorate, 3960 Paramount Blvd.,
Lakewood, CA 90712—-4137; phone: 562—627—
5246; fax: 562—627-5210; email:
joseph.costa@faa.gov.

(2) Honeywell SBs AS907-72-9067,
Revision 0, dated December 12, 2016 and
AS907-72-9067, Revision 1, dated March 20,
2017, can be obtained from Honeywell
International Inc., using the contact

information in paragraph (j)(3) of this
proposed AD.

(3) For service information identified in
this proposed AD, contact Honeywell
International Inc., 111 S 34th Street, Phoenix,
AZ 85034-2802; phone: 800-601-3099;
Internet: https://
myaerospace.honeywell.com/wps/portal/!ut/.

(4) You may view this service information
at the FAA, Engine & Propeller Directorate,
1200 District Avenue, Burlington, MA. For
information on the availability of this
material at the FAA, call 781-238-7125.

Issued in Burlington, Massachusetts, on
June 13, 2017.
Robert J. Ganley,

Acting Manager, Engine & Propeller
Directorate, Aircraft Certification Service.

[FR Doc. 2017-12561 Filed 6-19-17; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. FAA—-2017-0560; Directorate
Identifier 2016—-NM-172-AD]

RIN 2120-AA64

Airworthiness Directives; Airbus
Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking
(NPRM).

SUMMARY: We propose to adopt a new
airworthiness directive (AD) for all
Airbus Model A310-203, —204, —221,
—222,-304, -322, —324, and —325
airplanes. This proposed AD was
prompted by reports of cracking in the
drainage holes on the lower skin panel
in the center wing box between frames
(FR) 42 and FR 46. This proposed AD
would require repetitive rotating probe
inspections for cracking of the trellis
boom drainage holes, the holes in the
stringers bottom, and the holes of the
inner pump, and corrective actions if
necessary. We are proposing this AD to
address the unsafe condition on these
products.

DATES: We must receive comments on
this proposed AD by August 4, 2017.
ADDRESSES: You may send comments,
using the procedures found in 14 CFR
11.43 and 11.45, by any of the following
methods:

e Federal eRulemaking Portal: Go to
http://www.regulations.gov. Follow the
instructions for submitting comments.

e Fax:202-493-2251.

e Mail: U.S. Department of
Transportation, Docket Operations, M—
30, West Building Ground Floor, Room


https://myaerospace.honeywell.com/wps/portal/!ut/
https://myaerospace.honeywell.com/wps/portal/!ut/
mailto:engine.reliability@honeywell.com
http://www.regulations.gov
mailto:joseph.costa@faa.gov
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W12-140, 1200 New Jersey Avenue SE.,
Washington, DC 20590.

e Hand Delivery: Deliver to Mail
address above between 9 a.m. and 5
p.m., Monday through Friday, except
Federal holidays.

For service information identified in
this NPRM, contact Airbus SAS,
Airworthiness Office—EAW, 1 Rond
Point Maurice Bellonte, 31707 Blagnac
Cedex, France; telephone: +33 5 61 93
36 96; fax: +33 5 61 93 44 51; email:
account.airworth-eas@airbus.com;
Internet: http://www.airbus.com. You
may view this referenced service
information at the FAA, Transport
Airplane Directorate, 1601 Lind Avenue
SW., Renton, WA. For information on
the availability of this material at the
FAA, call 425-227-1221.

Examining the AD Docket

You may examine the AD docket on
the Internet at http://
www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating Docket No. FAA-2017—
0560; or in person at the Docket
Management Facility between 9 a.m.
and 5 p.m., Monday through Friday,
except Federal holidays. The AD docket
contains this proposed AD, the
regulatory evaluation, any comments
received, and other information. The
street address for the Docket Operations
office (telephone: 800-647-5527) is in
the ADDRESSES section. Comments will
be available in the AD docket shortly
after receipt.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Dan
Rodina, Aerospace Engineer,
International Branch, ANM-116,
Transport Airplane Directorate, FAA,
1601 Lind Avenue SW., Renton, WA
98057-3356; telephone: 425-227-2125;
fax: 425-227-1149.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Comments Invited

We invite you to send any written
relevant data, views, or arguments about
this proposed AD. Send your comments
to an address listed under the
ADDRESSES section. Include “Docket No.
FAA-2017-0560; Directorate Identifier
2016-NM-172—-AD" at the beginning of
your comments. We specifically invite
comments on the overall regulatory,
economic, environmental, and energy
aspects of this proposed AD. We will
consider all comments received by the
closing date and may amend this
proposed AD based on those comments.

We will post all comments we
receive, without change, to http://
www.regulations.gov, including any
personal information you provide. We
will also post a report summarizing each
substantive verbal contact we receive
about this proposed AD.

Discussion

Fatigue damage can occur locally, in
small areas or structural design details,
or globally, in widespread areas.
Multiple-site damage is widespread
damage that occurs in a large structural
element such as a single rivet line of a
lap splice joining two large skin panels.
Widespread damage can also occur in
multiple elements such as adjacent
frames or stringers. Multiple-site
damage and multiple-element damage
cracks are typically too small initially to
be reliably detected with normal
inspection methods. Without
intervention, these cracks will grow,
and eventually compromise the
structural integrity of the airplane. This
condition is known as widespread
fatigue damage (WFD). It is associated
with general degradation of large areas
of structure with similar structural
details and stress levels. As an airplane
ages, WFD will likely occur, and will
certainly occur if the airplane is
operated long enough without any
intervention.

The FAA’s WFD final rule (75 FR
69746, November 15, 2010) became
effective on January 14, 2011. The WFD
rule requires certain actions to prevent
structural failure due to WFD
throughout the operational life of
certain existing transport category
airplanes and all of these airplanes that
will be certificated in the future. For
existing and future airplanes subject to
the WFD rule, the rule requires that
DAHs establish a limit of validity (LOV)
of the engineering data that support the
structural maintenance program.
Operators affected by the WFD rule may
not fly an airplane beyond its LOV,
unless an extended LOV is approved.

The WFD rule (75 FR 69746,
November 15, 2010) does not require
identifying and developing maintenance
actions if the DAHs can show that such
actions are not necessary to prevent
WEFD before the airplane reaches the
LOV. Many LOVs, however, do depend
on accomplishment of future
maintenance actions. As stated in the
WEFD rule, any maintenance actions
necessary to reach the LOV will be
mandated by airworthiness directives
through separate rulemaking actions.

In the context of WFD, this action is
necessary to enable DAHs to propose
LOVs that allow operators the longest
operational lives for their airplanes, and
still ensure that WFD will not occur.
This approach allows for an
implementation strategy that provides
flexibility to DAHs in determining the
timing of service information
development (with FAA approval),
while providing operators with certainty

regarding the LOV applicable to their
airplanes.

On April 22, 2011, we issued AD
2011-10-06, Amendment 39—-16687 (76
FR 27227, May 11, 2011) (“AD 2011-
10-06"), applicable to all Airbus Model
A310-203, —204, —221, —222, —304,
—322,-324, and —325 airplanes. That
AD currently requires:

¢ Cold working of trellis boom
drainage holes;

¢ Repetitive detailed or rotating probe
inspections for cracking in the drainage
holes on the lower skin panel in the
center wing box between FR 42 and FR
46, and corrective actions if necessary,
including repair; and

e Repetitive eddy current inspections
for cracking of the upper corner angle
fitting and the vertical tee fitting at left
and right FR 40, and corrective actions
if necessary, including repair and
replacement of the internal angle fitting.

AD 2011-10-06 was prompted by
European Aviation Safety Agency
(EASA), which is the Technical Agent
for the Member States of the European
Union, AD 2009-0057 to identify and
correct an unsafe condition. The
identified unsafe condition is cracking
of trellis boom drainage holes, the holes
in the stringers bottom, and the holes of
the inner pump, which could result in
reduced structural integrity of the
wings.

Since issuance of AD 2011-10-06,
EASA has issued EASA AD 2016-0196,
dated September 30, 2016 (referred to
after this as the Mandatory Continuing
Airworthiness Information, or ‘“‘the
MCATI”), to correct an unsafe condition
for all Airbus Model A310-203, —204,
—221,-222,-304, -322, 324, and —325
airplanes. The MCAI states:

DGAC France issued AD F-1992—-106—
132R7 to require certain inspections and
modifications which addressed JAR/FAR
[Joint Aviation Requirements/Federal
Aviation Regulations] 25-571 requirements,
related to damage-tolerance and fatigue
evaluation of structure. Following the
Extended Design Service Goal activities as
part of the Structure Task Group for the
Airbus A310 program, EASA published AD
2007-0053, which replaced DGAC France AD
F-1992-106-132R7.

After EASA issued AD 2007-0053R1, the
thresholds and the intervals of Airbus
Service Bulletins (SB) A310-57—-2050 and
A310-57-2064 were updated, prompting
EASA to issue AD 2009-0057 [which
corresponds to FAA AD 2011-10-06] and
[EASA] AD 2007—-0053 was revised (R2)
accordingly. EASA AD 2009-0057 also
required the accomplishment of the actions
specified in Airbus SB A310-57-2048 at
Revision 01.

After EASA issued AD 2009-0057, in the
frame of the Widespread Fatigue Damage
campaign, new analysis has indicated the
need for additional work included in
Revision 03 of Airbus SB A310-57-2050.


mailto:account.airworth-eas@airbus.com
http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.airbus.com
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For the reason described above, this new
[EASA] AD retains the requirements of EASA
AD 2009-0057, which is superseded, and
requires inspection and corrective actions as
specified in Airbus SB A310-57-2050
Revision 04.

Required actions include a repetitive
rotating probe inspection for cracking of
certain holes in the stringers bottom,
inner pumps, and the trellis boom; and
corrective actions, i.e., repair of holes
where cracks are discovered.

The compliance times vary depending
on airplane configuration. The earliest
initial inspection compliance time is
11,400 total flight cycles or 57,300 total
flight hours, whichever occurs first. The
latest initial compliance time is 38,700
total flight cycles or 77,500 total flight
hours, whichever occurs first. The
shortest repetitive interval is 6,200 flight
cycles or 31,200 flight hours, whichever
occurs first.

You may examine the MCAI in the
AD docket on the Internet at http://
www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating Docket No. FAA-2017—
0560.

Related Service Information Under 1
CFR Part 51

We reviewed Airbus Service Bulletin
A310-57-2050, Revision 04, dated
March 13, 2015. This service
information describes procedures for
repetitive rotating probe inspections for
cracking of the trellis boom drainage
holes, the holes in the stringers bottom,
and the holes of the inner pump, and
corrective actions. This service
information is reasonably available
because the interested parties have
access to it through their normal course
of business or by the means identified
in the ADDRESSES section.

FAA’s Determination and Requirements
of This Proposed AD

This product has been approved by
the aviation authority of another
country, and is approved for operation
in the United States. Pursuant to our
bilateral agreement with the State of
Design Authority, we have been notified
of the unsafe condition described in the
MCALI and service information

ESTIMATED COSTS

referenced above. We are proposing this
AD because we evaluated all pertinent
information and determined an unsafe
condition exists and is likely to exist or
develop on other products the same
type design.

This proposed AD would not
supersede AD 2011-10-06. Rather, we
have determined that a stand-alone AD
would be more appropriate to address
the changes in the MCAI. This proposed
AD would require repetitive rotating
probe inspections for cracking of the
trellis boom drainage holes, the holes in
the stringers bottom, and the holes of
the inner pump, and corrective actions,
if necessary. Accomplishment of the
proposed actions would then terminate
the actions required by paragraph (h) of
AD 2011-10-06.

Costs of Compliance
We estimate that this proposed AD
affects 8 airplanes of U.S. registry.

We estimate the following costs to
comply with this proposed AD:

; Cost per Cost on U.S.
Action Labor cost Parts cost product operators
Inspection ........ccccceueee 84 work-hours x $85 per hour = $7,140 ......cccceverireieieenesese e $5,890 $13,030 $104,240

We have received no definitive data
that would enable us to provide cost
estimates for the on-condition actions
specified in this proposed AD.

Authority for This Rulemaking

Title 49 of the United States Code
specifies the FAA’s authority to issue
rules on aviation safety. Subtitle I,
section 106, describes the authority of
the FAA Administrator. “Subtitle VII:
Aviation Programs,” describes in more
detail the scope of the Agency’s
authority.

We are issuing this rulemaking under
the authority described in “Subtitle VII,
Part A, Subpart III, Section 44701:
General requirements.” Under that
section, Congress charges the FAA with
promoting safe flight of civil aircraft in
air commerce by prescribing regulations
for practices, methods, and procedures
the Administrator finds necessary for
safety in air commerce. This regulation
is within the scope of that authority
because it addresses an unsafe condition
that is likely to exist or develop on
products identified in this rulemaking
action.

Regulatory Findings

We determined that this proposed AD
would not have federalism implications

under Executive Order 13132. This
proposed AD would not have a
substantial direct effect on the States, on
the relationship between the national
Government and the States, or on the
distribution of power and
responsibilities among the various
levels of government.

For the reasons discussed above, I
certify this proposed regulation:

1. Is not a “‘significant regulatory
action” under Executive Order 12866;

2. Is not a “significant rule” under the
DOT Regulatory Policies and Procedures
(44 FR 11034, February 26, 1979);

3. Will not affect intrastate aviation in
Alaska; and

4. Will not have a significant
economic impact, positive or negative,
on a substantial number of small entities
under the criteria of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39

Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation
safety, Incorporation by reference,
Safety.

The Proposed Amendment

Accordingly, under the authority
delegated to me by the Administrator,
the FAA proposes to amend 14 CFR part
39 as follows:

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

m 1. The authority citation for part 39
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40113, 44701,

§39.13 [Amended]

m 2. The FAA amends § 39.13 by adding
the following new airworthiness
directive (AD):

Airbus: Docket No. FAA-2017-0560;
Directorate Identifier 2016-NM-172—AD.
(a) Comments Due Date
We must receive comments by August 4,
2017.
(b) Affected ADs

This AD affects AD 2011-10-06,
Amendment 39-16687 (76 FR 27227, May 11,
2011) (“AD 2011-10-06").

(c) Applicability

This AD applies to Airbus Model A310-
203, -204, —221, —222, -304, —322, —324, and
—325 airplanes, certificated in any category,
all serial numbers.

(d) Subject

Air Transport Association (ATA) of
America Code 57, Wings.
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(e) Reason

This AD was prompted by reports of
cracking in the drainage holes on the lower
skin panel in the center wing box between
frames (FR) 42 and FR 46. We are issuing this
AD to detect and correct cracking of trellis
boom drainage holes, the holes in the
stringers bottom, and the holes of the inner
pump, which could result in reduced
structural integrity of the wings.

(f) Compliance

Comply with this AD within the
compliance times specified, unless already
done.

(g) Rotating Probe Inspections and
Corrective Actions

Except as provided by paragraph (h)(1) of
this AD, before exceeding the applicable
threshold or grace period, whichever occurs
later, as defined in paragraph 1.E.,
“Compliance,” of Airbus Service Bulletin
A310-57-2050, Revision 04, dated March 13,
2015, accomplish the rotating probe
inspection for cracking of the trellis boom
drainage holes, the holes in the stringers
bottom, and the holes of the inner pump, as
applicable, and do all applicable corrective
actions, as specified in, and in accordance
with the Accomplishment Instructions of
Airbus Service Bulletin A310-57-2050,
Revision 04, dated March 13, 2015, except as
required by paragraph (h)(2) of this AD. Do
all applicable corrective actions before
further flight. Repeat the inspection
thereafter at intervals not to exceed those
defined in paragraph 1.E., “Compliance,” of
Airbus Service Bulletin A310-57-2050,
Revision 04, dated March 13, 2015.

(h) Exceptions to Service Information

(1) Where Airbus Service Bulletin A310-
57-2050, Revision 04, dated March 13, 2015,
specifies a grace period “after receipt of the
Service Bulletin without exceeding previous
Service Bulletin revision values,” this AD
requires compliance within the specified
grace period after the effective date of this
AD.

(2) Where Airbus Service Bulletin A310-
57—-2050, Revision 04, dated March 13, 2015,
specifies to contact Airbus for appropriate
action, and specifies that action as “RC”
(Required for Compliance): Before further
flight, accomplish corrective actions in
accordance with the procedures specified in
paragraph (1)(2) of this AD.

(i) No Terminating Action for Inspections

Accomplishing corrective actions on an
airplane as required by paragraph (g) or (h)(2)
of this AD does not constitute terminating
action for the repetitive actions required by
paragraph (g) of this AD.

(j) Terminating Action

Accomplishment of the initial inspection
required by paragraph (g) of this AD
constitutes terminating action for the actions
required by paragraph (h) of AD 2011-10-06.

(k) Credit for Previous Actions

This paragraph provides credit for actions
required by paragraph (g) of this AD, if those
actions were performed before the effective
date of this AD using the service information

specified in Airbus Service Bulletin A310—
57—-2050, Revision 03, dated December 19,
2014.

(1) Other FAA AD Provisions

The following provisions also apply to this
AD:

(1) Alternative Methods of Compliance
(AMOCs): The Manager, International
Branch, ANM-116, Transport Airplane
Directorate, FAA, has the authority to
approve AMOCs for this AD, if requested
using the procedures found in 14 CFR 39.19.
In accordance with 14 CFR 39.19, send your
request to your principal inspector or local
Flight Standards District Office, as
appropriate. If sending information directly
to the manager of the International Branch,
send it to the attention of the person
identified in paragraph (m)(2) of this AD.
Information may be emailed to: 9-ANM-116-
AMOC-REQUESTS@faa.gov. Before using
any approved AMOGC, notify your appropriate
principal inspector, or lacking a principal
inspector, the manager of the local flight
standards district office/certificate holding
district office.

(2) Contacting the Manufacturer: Except as
required by paragraph (h)(2) of this AD: For
any requirement in this AD to obtain
corrective actions from a manufacturer, the
action must be accomplished using a method
approved by the Manager, International
Branch, ANM-116, Transport Airplane
Directorate, FAA; or the European Aviation
Safety Agency (EASA); or Airbus’s EASA
Design Organization Approval (DOA). If
approved by the DOA, the approval must
include the DOA-authorized signature.

(3) Required for Compliance (RC): Except
as required by paragraph (h)(2) of this AD: If
any service information contains procedures
or tests that are identified as RC, those
procedures and tests must be done to comply
with this AD; any procedures or tests that are
not identified as RC are recommended. Those
procedures and tests that are not identified
as RC may be deviated from using accepted
methods in accordance with the operator’s
maintenance or inspection program without
obtaining approval of an AMOG, provided
the procedures and tests identified as RC can
be done and the airplane can be put back in
an airworthy condition. Any substitutions or
changes to procedures or tests identified as
RC require approval of an AMOC.

(m) Related Information

(1) Refer to Mandatory Continuing
Airworthiness Information (MCAI) EASA AD
2016-0196, dated September 30, 2016, for
related information. This MCAI may be
found in the AD docket on the Internet at
http://www.regulations.gov by searching for
and locating Docket No. FAA-2017-0560.

(2) For more information about this AD,
contact Dan Rodina, Aerospace Engineer,
International Branch, ANM-116, Transport
Airplane Directorate, FAA, 1601 Lind
Avenue SW., Renton, WA 98057-3356;
telephone: 425-227-2125; fax: 425-227—
1149.

(3) For service information identified in
this AD, contact Airbus SAS, Airworthiness
Office—EAW, 1 Rond Point Maurice
Bellonte, 31707 Blagnac Cedex, France;

telephone: +33 5 61 93 36 96; fax: +33 5 61
93 44 51; email: account.airworth-eas@
airbus.com; Internet: http://www.airbus.com.
You may view this service information at the
FAA, Transport Airplane Directorate, 1601
Lind Avenue SW., Renton, WA. For
information on the availability of this
material at the FAA, call 425 227-1221.

Issued in Renton, Washington, on June 9,
2017.
Michael Kaszycki,

Acting Manager, Transport Airplane
Directorate, Aircraft Certification Service.

[FR Doc. 2017-12613 Filed 6-19-17; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 71

[Docket No. FAA-2017-0458; Airspace
Docket No. 17-ASW-8]

Proposed Amendment of Class E
Airspace; Canadian, TX; and Wheeler,
TX

AGENCY: Federal Aviation

Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking
(NPRM).

SUMMARY: This action proposes to
modify Class E airspace extending
upward from 700 feet above the surface
at Hemphill County Airport, Canadian,
TX, and Wheeler Municipal Airport,
Wheeler, TX. The FAA is proposing this
action due to the decommissioning of
the Sayre co-located VHF
omnidirectional range and tactical air
navigation system (VORTAC) facility,
which provided navigation guidance for
the instrument procedures to these
airports. The VORTAC is being
decommissioned as part of the VHF
omnidirectional range (VOR) Minimum
Operational Network (MON) Program.
This action would enhance the safety
and management of instrument flight
rules (IFR) operations at these airports.
Additionally, the geographic
coordinates of the airports would be
adjusted to coincide with the FAA’s
aeronautical database.

DATES: Comments must be received on
or before August 4, 2017.

ADDRESSES: Send comments on this
proposal to the U.S. Department of
Transportation, Docket Operations, 1200
New Jersey Avenue SE., West Building
Ground Floor, Room W12-140,
Washington, DC 20590; telephone (202)
366-9826, or 1-800—647-5527. You
must identify FAA Docket No. FAA—
2017-0458; Airspace Docket No. 17—
ASW-8 at the beginning of your
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comments. You may also submit
comments through the Internet at http://
www.regulations.gov. You may review
the public docket containing the
proposal, any comments received, and
any final disposition in person in the
Dockets Office between 9:00 a.m. and
5:00 p.m., Monday through Friday,
except federal holidays.

FAA Order 7400.11A, Airspace
Designations and Reporting Points, and
subsequent amendments can be viewed
online at http://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/
publications/. For further information,
you can contact the Airspace Policy
Group, Federal Aviation
Administration, 800 Independence
Avenue SW., Washington, DC 20591;
telephone: (202) 267—8783. The Order is
also available for inspection at the
National Archives and Records
Administration (NARA). For
information on the availability of FAA
Order 7400.11A at NARA, call (202)
741-6030, or go to http://
www.archives.gov/federal register/
code of federal-regulations/ibr_
locations.html.

FAA Order 7400.11, Airspace
Designations and Reporting Points, is
published yearly and effective on
September 15.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Jeffrey Claypool, Federal Aviation
Administration, Operations Support
Group, Central Service Center, 10101
Hillwood Parkway, Fort Worth, TX,
76177; telephone (817) 222—-5711.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Authority for This Rulemaking

The FAA’s authority to issue rules
regarding aviation safety is found in
Title 49 of the United States Code.
Subtitle I, Section 106 describes the
authority of the FAA Administrator.
Subtitle VII, Aviation Programs,
describes in more detail the scope of the
agency’s authority. This rulemaking is
promulgated under the authority
described in Subtitle VII, Part A,
Subpart I, Section 40103. Under that
section, the FAA is charged with
prescribing regulations to assign the use
of airspace necessary to ensure the
safety of aircraft and the efficient use of
airspace. This regulation is within the
scope of that authority as it would
amend Class E airspace extending
upward from 700 feet above the surface
at Hemphill County Airport, Canadian,
TX, and Wheeler Municipal Airport,
Wheeler, TX, to enhance the safety and
management of IFR operations at these
airports.

Comments Invited

Interested parties are invited to
participate in this proposed rulemaking

by submitting such written data, views,
or arguments, as they may desire.
Comments that provide the factual basis
supporting the views and suggestions
presented are particularly helpful in
developing reasoned regulatory
decisions on the proposal. Comments
are specifically invited on the overall
regulatory, aeronautical, economic,
environmental, and energy-related
aspects of the proposal.
Communications should identify both
docket numbers and be submitted in
triplicate to the address listed above.
Commenters wishing the FAA to
acknowledge receipt of their comments
on this notice must submit with those
comments a self-addressed, stamped
postcard on which the following
statement is made: “Comments to
Docket No. FAA-2017-0458/Airspace
Docket No. 17-ASW-8.”” The postcard
will be date/time stamped and returned
to the commenter.

All communications received before
the specified closing date for comments
will be considered before taking action
on the proposed rule. The proposal
contained in this notice may be changed
in light of the comments received. A
report summarizing each substantive
public contact with FAA personnel
concerned with this rulemaking will be
filed in the docket.

Availability of NPRMs

An electronic copy of this document
may be downloaded through the
Internet at http://www.regulations.gov.
Recently published rulemaking
documents can also be accessed through
the FAA’s Web page at http://
www.faa.gov/air_traffic/publications/
airspace_amendments/.

You may review the public docket
containing the proposal, any comments
received, and any final disposition in
person in the Dockets Office (see the
ADDRESSES section for the address and
phone number) between 9:00 a.m. and
5:00 p.m., Monday through Friday,
except federal holidays. An informal
docket may also be examined during
normal business hours at the Federal
Aviation Administration, Air Traffic
Organization, Central Service Center,
Operations Support Group, 10101
Hillwood Parkway, Fort Worth, TX
76177.

Availability and Summary of
Documents Proposed for Incorporation
by Reference

This document proposes to amend
FAA Order 7400.11A, Airspace
Designations and Reporting Points,
dated August 3, 2016, and effective
September 15, 2016. FAA Order
7400.11A is publicly available as listed

in the ADDRESSES section of this
document. FAA Order 7400.11A lists
Class A, B, G, D, and E airspace areas,
air traffic service routes, and reporting
points.

The Proposal

The FAA is proposing an amendment
to Title 14 Code of Federal Regulations
(14 CFR) part 71 by modifying Class E
airspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface to:

Within a 6.5-mile radius (reduced
from a 6.8-mile radius) of Hemphill
County Airport with an extension 1 mile
either side of the 224° bearing from the
airport from the 6.5-mile radius to 6.6
miles south of the airport, and updating
the geographic coordinates of the airport
to coincide with the FAA’s aeronautical
database; and

Within a 6.3-mile radius (reduced
from a 6.4-mile radius) of Wheeler
Municipal Airport and updating the
geographic coordinates of the airport to
coincide with the FAA’s aeronautical
database.

Airspace reconfiguration is necessary
due to the decommissioning of the
Sayre VORTAC as part of the VOR MON
Program and to bring the airspace in
compliance with FAA Order JO
7400.2L, Procedures for Handling
Airspace Matters. Controlled airspace is
necessary for the safety and
management of standard instrument
approach procedures for IFR operations
at these airports.

Class E airspace designations are
published in paragraph 6005 of FAA
Order 7400.11A, dated August 3, 2016,
and effective September 15, 2016, which
is incorporated by reference in 14 CFR
71.1. The Class E airspace designations
listed in this document will be
published subsequently in the Order.

Regulatory Notices and Analyses

The FAA has determined that this
regulation only involves an established
body of technical regulations for which
frequent and routine amendments are
necessary to keep them operationally
current, is non-controversial and
unlikely to result in adverse or negative
comments. It, therefore: (1) Is not a
“significant regulatory action” under
Executive Order 12866; (2) is not a
“significant rule” under DOT
Regulatory Policies and Procedures (44
FR 11034; February 26, 1979); and (3)
does not warrant preparation of a
regulatory evaluation as the anticipated
impact is so minimal. Since this is a
routine matter that will only affect air
traffic procedures and air navigation, it
is certified that this rule, when
promulgated, would not have a
significant economic impact on a
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substantial number of small entities
under the criteria of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act.

Environmental Review

This proposal will be subject to an
environmental analysis in accordance
with FAA Order 1050.1F,
“Environmental Impacts: Policies and
Procedures” prior to any FAA final
regulatory action.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 71

Airspace, Incorporation by reference,
Navigation (air).

The Proposed Amendment

Accordingly, pursuant to the
authority delegated to me, the Federal
Aviation Administration proposes to
amend 14 CFR part 71 as follows:

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF CLASS A,
B, C, D, AND E AIRSPACE AREAS; AIR
TRAFFIC SERVICE ROUTES; AND
REPORTING POINTS

m 1. The authority citation for 14 CFR
part 71 continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(f), 106(g); 40103,
40113, 40120; E.O. 10854, 24 FR 9565, 3 CFR,
1959-1963 Comp., p. 389.

§71.1 [Amended]

m 2. The incorporation by reference in
14 CFR 71.1 of FAA Order 7400.11A,
Airspace Designations and Reporting
Points, dated August 3, 2016, and
effective September 15, 20186, is
amended as follows:

Paragraph 6005 Class E Airspace Areas
Extending Upward From 700 Feet or More
Above the Surface of the Earth.

* * * * *

ASW TX E5 Canadian, TX [Amended]

Canadian, Hemphill County Airport, TX
(Lat. 35°53’42” N., long. 100°24'14” W.)
That airspace extending upward from 700

feet above the surface within a 6.5-mile

radius of Hemphill County Airport, and
within 1 mile either side of the 224° bearing
from the airport extending from the 6.5-mile
radius to 6.6 miles south of the airport.

* * * * *

ASW TX E5 Wheeler, TX [Amended]
Wheeler Municipal Airport, TX
(Lat. 35°27°04” N., long. 100°1200” W.)
That airspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface within a 6.3-mile
radius of Wheeler Municipal Airport.

Issued in Fort Worth, Texas, on June 13,
2017.

Walter Tweedy,

Acting Manager, Operations Support Group,
ATO Central Service Center.

[FR Doc. 2017-12704 Filed 6-19-17; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 71

[Docket No. FAA-2017-0459; Airspace
Docket No. 17-AGL-14]

Proposed Amendment of Class E
Airspace; Greenwood/Wonder Lake, IL

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking
(NPRM).

SUMMARY: This action proposes to
modify Class E airspace extending
upward from 700 feet above the surface
at Galt Field Airport, Greenwood/
Wonder Lake, IL. The FAA is proposing
this action due to the decommissioning
of the Kenosha VHF omnidirectional
range (VOR) facility. The VOR is being
decommissioned as part of the VOR
Minimum Operational Network (MON)
Program, which provided navigation
guidance for the instrument procedures
to the airport. This action would
enhance the safety and management of
instrument flight rules (IFR) operations
at this airport. Additionally, the
geographic coordinates of the airport
would be adjusted to coincide with the
FAA’s aeronautical database.

DATES: Comments must be received on
or before August 4, 2017.

ADDRESSES: Send comments on this
proposal to the U.S. Department of
Transportation, Docket Operations, 1200
New Jersey Avenue SE., West Building
Ground Floor, Room W12-140,
Washington, DC 20590; telephone (202)
366-9826, or 1-800—647-5527. You
must identify FAA Docket No. FAA—
2017-0459; Airspace Docket No. 17—
AGL—-14 at the beginning of your
comments. You may also submit
comments through the Internet at http://
www.regulations.gov. You may review
the public docket containing the
proposal, any comments received, and
any final disposition in person in the
Dockets Office between 9:00 a.m. and
5:00 p.m., Monday through Friday,
except federal holidays.

FAA Order 7400.11A, Airspace
Designations and Reporting Points, and
subsequent amendments can be viewed
online at http://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/
publications/. For further information,
you can contact the Airspace Policy
Group, Federal Aviation
Administration, 800 Independence
Avenue SW., Washington, DC 20591;
telephone: (202) 267—-8783. The Order is
also available for inspection at the
National Archives and Records
Administration (NARA). For

information on the availability of FAA
Order 7400.11A at NARA, call (202)
741-6030, or go to http://
www.archives.gov/federal register/
code of federal-regulations/ibr
locations.html.

FAA Order 7400.11, Airspace
Designations and Reporting Points, is
published yearly and effective on
September 15.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Jeffrey Claypool, Federal Aviation
Administration, Operations Support
Group, Central Service Center, 10101
Hillwood Parkway, Fort Worth, TX
76177; telephone (817) 222—-5711.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Authority for This Rulemaking

The FAA’s authority to issue rules
regarding aviation safety is found in
Title 49 of the United States Code.
Subtitle I, Section 106 describes the
authority of the FAA Administrator.
Subtitle VII, Aviation Programs,
describes in more detail the scope of the
agency’s authority. This rulemaking is
promulgated under the authority
described in Subtitle VII, Part A,
Subpart I, Section 40103. Under that
section, the FAA is charged with
prescribing regulations to assign the use
of airspace necessary to ensure the
safety of aircraft and the efficient use of
airspace. This regulation is within the
scope of that authority as it would
amend Class E airspace extending
upward from 700 feet above the surface
at Galt Field Airport, Greenwood/
Wonder Lake, IL, to enhance the safety
and management of IFR operations at
this airport.

Comments Invited

Interested parties are invited to
participate in this proposed rulemaking
by submitting such written data, views,
or arguments, as they may desire.
Comments that provide the factual basis
supporting the views and suggestions
presented are particularly helpful in
developing reasoned regulatory
decisions on the proposal. Comments
are specifically invited on the overall
regulatory, aeronautical, economic,
environmental, and energy-related
aspects of the proposal.
Communications should identify both
docket numbers and be submitted in
triplicate to the address listed above.
Commenters wishing the FAA to
acknowledge receipt of their comments
on this notice must submit with those
comments a self-addressed, stamped
postcard on which the following
statement is made: “Comments to
Docket No. FAA-2017-0459/Airspace
Docket No. 17-AGL-14.” The postcard
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will be date/time stamped and returned
to the commenter.

All communications received before
the specified closing date for comments
will be considered before taking action
on the proposed rule. The proposal
contained in this notice may be changed
in light of the comments received. A
report summarizing each substantive
public contact with FAA personnel
concerned with this rulemaking will be
filed in the docket.

Availability of NPRMs

An electronic copy of this document
may be downloaded through the
Internet at http://www.regulations.gov.
Recently published rulemaking
documents can also be accessed through
the FAA’s Web page at http://
www.faa.gov/air_traffic/publications/
airspace_amendments/.

You may review the public docket
containing the proposal, any comments
received, and any final disposition in
person in the Dockets Office (see the
ADDRESSES section for the address and
phone number) between 9:00 a.m. and
5:00 p.m., Monday through Friday,
except federal holidays. An informal
docket may also be examined during
normal business hours at the Federal
Aviation Administration, Air Traffic
Organization, Central Service Center,
Operations Support Group, 10101
Hillwood Parkway, Fort Worth, TX
76177.

Availability and Summary of
Documents Proposed for Incorporation
by Reference

This document proposes to amend
FAA Order 7400.11A, Airspace
Designations and Reporting Points,
dated August 3, 2016, and effective
September 15, 2016. FAA Order
7400.11A is publicly available as listed
in the ADDRESSES section of this
document. FAA Order 7400.11A lists
Class A, B, C, D, and E airspace areas,
air traffic service routes, and reporting
points.

The Proposal

The FAA is proposing an amendment
to Title 14 Code of Federal Regulations
(14 CFR) part 71 by modifying Class E
airspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface to within a 6.4-
mile radius (reduced from an 8.8-mile
radius) of Galt Field Airport, and
updating the geographic coordinates of
the airport to coincide with the FAA’s
aeronautical database.

Airspace reconfiguration is necessary
due to the decommissioning of the
Kenosha VOR as part of the VOR MON
Program and to bring the airspace in
compliance with FAA Order JO

7400.2K, Procedures for Handling
Airspace Matters, at this airport.
Controlled airspace is necessary for the
safety and management of standard
instrument approach procedures for I[FR
operations at the airport.

Class E airspace designations are
published in paragraph 6005 of FAA
Order 7400.11A, dated August 3, 2016,
and effective September 15, 2016, which
is incorporated by reference in 14 CFR
71.1. The Class E airspace designations
listed in this document will be
published subsequently in the Order.

Regulatory Notices and Analyses

The FAA has determined that this
regulation only involves an established
body of technical regulations for which
frequent and routine amendments are
necessary to keep them operationally
current, is non-controversial and
unlikely to result in adverse or negative
comments. It, therefore: (1) Is not a
“significant regulatory action” under
Executive Order 12866; (2) is not a
“significant rule” under DOT
Regulatory Policies and Procedures (44
FR 11034; February 26, 1979); and (3)
does not warrant preparation of a
regulatory evaluation as the anticipated
impact is so minimal. Since this is a
routine matter that will only affect air
traffic procedures and air navigation, it
is certified that this rule, when
promulgated, would not have a
significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities
under the criteria of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act.

Environmental Review

This proposal will be subject to an
environmental analysis in accordance
with FAA Order 1050.1F,
“Environmental Impacts: Policies and
Procedures” prior to any FAA final
regulatory action.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 71

Airspace, Incorporation by reference,
Navigation (air).

The Proposed Amendment

Accordingly, pursuant to the
authority delegated to me, the Federal
Aviation Administration proposes to
amend 14 CFR part 71 as follows:

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF CLASS A,
B, C, D, AND E AIRSPACE AREAS; AIR
TRAFFIC SERVICE ROUTES; AND
REPORTING POINTS

m 1. The authority citation for 14 CFR
part 71 continues to read as follows:
Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(f), 106(g); 40103,

40113, 40120; E.O. 10854, 24 FR 9565, 3 CFR,
1959-1963 Comp., p. 389.

§71.1 [Amended]

m 2. The incorporation by reference in
14 CFR 71.1 of FAA Order 7400.11A,
Airspace Designations and Reporting
Points, dated August 3, 2016, and
effective September 15, 2016, is
amended as follows:

Paragraph 6005 Class E Airspace Areas
Extending Upward From 700 Feet or More
Above the Surface of the Earth.

* * * * *

AGLIL E5
[Amended]

Greenwood/Wonder Lake, Galt Field Airport,
IL
(Lat. 42°24’10” N., long. 88°22"30” W.)
That airspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface within a 6.4-mile
radius of the Galt Field Airport, excluding
that airspace within the Chicago, IL, Class E
airspace area.

Greenwood/Wonder Lake, IL

Issued in Fort Worth, Texas, on June 13,
2017.

Walter Tweedy,

Acting Manager, Operations Support Group,
ATO Central Service Center.

[FR Doc. 2017-12711 Filed 6-19-17; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND
SECURITY

Coast Guard

33 CFR Part 165
[Docket Number USCG-2017-0016]
RIN 1625-AA87

Security Zone; Presidential Security
Zone, Palm Beach, FL

AGENCY: Coast Guard, DHS.
ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking.

SUMMARY: The Coast Guard proposes to
establish a security zone that
encompasses certain waters of the Lake
Worth Lagoon, the Intracoastal
Waterway, and the Atlantic Ocean in
the vicinity of the Mar-a-Lago Club and
the Southern Boulevard Bridge in Palm
Beach, Florida (FL). This proposed rule
would be enforced during visits by the
President of the United States, members
of the First Family, or other persons
under the protection of the Secret
Service. This action is necessary to
protect the official party, the public, and
the surrounding waterway from terrorist
acts, sabotage or other subversive acts,
accidents, or other causes of a similar
nature. Entering, transiting through,
anchoring in, or remaining within this
security zone while it is being enforced
would be prohibited unless authorized
by the Captain of the Port (COTP) Miami
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or a designated representative. We
invite your comments on this proposed
rule.

DATES: Comments and related material
must be received by the Coast Guard on
or before July 20, 2017.

ADDRESSES: You may submit comments
identified by docket number USCG—
2017-0016 using the Federal
eRulemaking Portal at http://
www.regulations.gov. See the ‘“Public
Participation and Request for
Comments” portion of the
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION section for
further instructions on submitting
comments.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: If
you have questions about this proposed
rulemaking, call or email, Petty Officer
Mara Brown, Waterways Management
Division, U.S. Coast Guard; telephone
305-535-4317, email Mara.].Brown@
uscg.mil.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
1. Table of Abbreviations

CFR Code of Federal Regulations

COTP Captain of the Port

DHS Department of Homeland Security
FR Federal Register

FL Florida

NPRM Notice of proposed rulemaking
§ Section

U.S.C. United States Code

II. Background, Purpose, and Legal
Basis

The United States Coast Guard is
establishing a security zone in the
vicinity of the Mar-a-Lago Club in Palm
Beach, FL. This security zone would be
enforced whenever the President of the
United States, members of the First
Family or other persons under the
protection of the Secret Service are
present or expected to be present. The
security zone is necessary to protect the
official party, the public, and the
surrounding waterway from terrorist
acts, sabotage or other subversive acts,
accidents, or other causes of a similar
nature.

The Coast Guard previously
established a temporary security zone to
cover separate visits by the President of
the United States to Mar-a-Lago, Palm
Beach, FL in February (under docket
numbers USCG-2017-0072, USCG—
2017-0088, and USCG-2017-0107), and
in March (under docket number USCG—-
2017-0145). In addition, the Coast
Guard issued a temporary security zone
(published in the Federal Register on
March 28, 2017, see 82 FR 58) to cover
the President’s visits to the Mar-a-Lago
Club starting March 17, 2017, through
May 29, 2017. Due to the short notice
given to the Coast Guard prior to these

visits, the security zones were
established without notice and without
allowing for public comment, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 553(b)(B).

The purpose of this NPRM is to allow
the public an opportunity to comment,
while ensuring the security of vessels
and the navigable waters during visits
by the President, the First Family, and
other persons under the protection of
the Secret Service to the Mar-a-Lago
Club. We are seeking to establish this
security zone before Fall 2017 when the
President is expected to make visits to
the Mar-a-Lago Club. The Coast Guard
proposes this rulemaking under
authority in 33 U.S.C. 1231.

III. Discussion of Proposed Rule

The Coast Guard proposes to establish
a security zone that encompasses certain
waters of the Lake Worth Lagoon, the
Intracoastal Waterway, and the Atlantic
Ocean in the vicinity of the Mar-a-Lago
Club and the Southern Boulevard Bridge
in Palm Beach, FL. The security zone
established for the specific security
event will consist of one or more of the
zones categorized below.

(1) The center zone would consist of
waters of Lake Worth Lagoon from the
southern tip of Everglades Island to
approximately 1000 yards south of the
Southern Boulevard Bridge and the
eastern shoreline out to Fisherman
Island. No vessel or person would be
permitted to enter into, transit in,
anchor within, or remain within the
center zone without obtaining
permission from the Coast Guard or a
designated representative.

(2) The west zone would consist of
waters of Lake Worth Lagoon including
the Intracoastal Waterway from the
southern tip of Everglades Island to
approximately 1000 yards south of the
Southern Boulevard Bridge and from the
western shoreline to Fisherman Island.
All vessels transiting the west zone
would be required to await escort
through the zone by on-scene
designated representatives, maintain a
steady speed, and would not be allowed
to slow down or stop in the zone
without obtaining permission from the
COTP Miami or a designated
representative.

(3) The east zone would consist of
waters of the Atlantic Ocean from
Banyan Road in the north to Ocean
View Road in the south and from shore
to approximately 1000 yards east. All
vessels transiting the east zone would be
required to maintain a steady speed and
would not be allowed to slow down or
stop in the zone without obtaining
permission from the COTP Miami or a
designated representative.

The security zone would not be in
effect all the time. Instead, the COTP
Miami will notify the maritime
community that the security zone is in
effect, and in which locations, using
Broadcast Notice to Mariners (BNM) and
on-scene designated representatives.
Coast Guard patrol assets will also be on
scene with flashing blue lights
energized when the center, west, or east
security zone is in effect.

The regulatory text we are proposing
appears at the end of this document.

IV. Regulatory Analyses

We developed this proposed rule after
considering numerous statutes and
Executive Orders related to rulemaking.
Below we summarize our analyses
based on a number of these statutes and
Executive Orders, and we discuss First
Amendment rights of protestors.

A. Regulatory Planning and Review

Executive Orders 12866 (Regulatory
Planning and Review) and 13563
(Improving Regulation and Regulatory
Review) direct agencies to assess the
costs and benefits of available regulatory
alternatives and, if regulation is
necessary, to select regulatory
approaches that maximize net benefits
(including potential economic,
environmental, public health and safety
effects, distributive impacts, and
equity). Executive Order 13563
emphasizes the importance of
quantifying costs and benefits, reducing
costs, harmonizing rules, and promoting
flexibility. Executive Order 13771
(Reducing Regulation and Controlling
Regulatory Costs) directs agencies to
reduce regulation and control regulatory
costs and provides that “for every one
new regulation issued, at least two prior
regulations be identified for elimination,
and that the cost of planned regulations
be prudently managed and controlled
through a budgeting process.”

The Office of Management and Budget
(OMB) has not designated this rule a
significant regulatory action under
section 3(f) of Executive Order 12866.
Accordingly, OMB has not reviewed it.
As this rule is not a significant
regulatory action, this rule is exempt
from the requirements of Executive
Order 13771. See the OMB
Memorandum titled “Interim Guidance
Implementing Section 2 of the Executive
Order of January 30, 2017 titled
‘Reducing Regulation and Controlling
Regulatory Costs’’ (February 2, 2017).

The economic impact of this proposed
rule is not significant for the following
reasons: (1) The security zone is
expected to be enforced only when the
President of the United States, members
of the First Family, or other persons
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under the protection of the Secret
Service are present or expected to be
present; (2) the center zone will impact
only a small designated area of the
Intracoastal Waterway in Palm Beach,
FL, and vessels may be able to operate
through the zone if granted permission
to do so by the COTP of Miami or a
designated representative; (3) the west
zone is located in an area of the
Intracoastal Waterway where vessel
traffic is low and where on average 152
vessels are expected to travel per day,
and vessels will be allowed to operate
through the zone with an escort from an
on-scene designated representative; (4)
vessels will still be able to transit the
east zone at a steady speed as long as
they do not slow down or stop except
in the case of unforeseen mechanical or
other emergency; and (5) notification of
the security zone will be made to the
local maritime community via Broadcast
Notice to Mariners and by on-scene
designated representatives, when
applicable. Larger vessels may need to
wait to pass under the Southern Blvd.
Bridge, which has set opening times
pursuant to a separate existing
regulation at 33 CFR 117.261(w). The
bridge opens on the quarter-hour and
three-quarter hour, or as directed by the
on-scene designated representative.

B. Impact on Small Entities

The Regulatory Flexibility Act of
1980, 5 U.S.C. 601-612, as amended,
requires Federal agencies to consider
the potential impact of regulations on
small entities during rulemaking. The
term “‘small entities” comprises small
businesses, not-for-profit organizations
that are independently owned and
operated and are not dominant in their
fields, and governmental jurisdictions
with populations of less than 50,000.
The Coast Guard certifies under 5 U.S.C.
605(b) that this proposed rule would not
have a significant economic impact on
a substantial number of small entities.

While some owners or operators of
vessels intending to transit the security
zones may be small entities, for the
reasons stated in section IV.A above,
this proposed rule would not have a
significant economic impact on any
vessel owner or operator.

If you think that your business,
organization, or governmental
jurisdiction qualifies as a small entity
and that this proposed rule would have
a significant economic impact on it,
please submit a comment (see
ADDRESSES) explaining why you think it
qualifies and how and to what degree
this proposed rule would economically
affect it.

Under section 213(a) of the Small
Business Regulatory Enforcement

Fairness Act of 1996 (Public Law 104—
121), we want to assist small entities in
understanding this proposed rule. If the
proposed rule would affect your small
business, organization, or governmental
jurisdiction and you have questions
concerning its provisions or options for
compliance, please contact the person
listed in the FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT section. The Coast Guard will
not retaliate against small entities that
question or complain about this
proposed rule or any policy or action of
the Coast Guard.

C. Collection of Information

This proposed rule would not call for
a new collection of information under
the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995
(44 U.S.C. 3501-3520).

D. Federalism and Indian Tribal
Governments

A rule has implications for federalism
under Executive Order 13132,
Federalism, if it has a substantial direct
effect on the States, on the relationship
between the national government and
the States, or on the distribution of
power and responsibilities among the
various levels of government. We have
analyzed this proposed rule under that
Order and have determined that it is
consistent with the fundamental
federalism principles and preemption
requirements described in Executive
Order 13132.

Also, this proposed rule does not have
tribal implications under Executive
Order 13175, Consultation and
Coordination with Indian Tribal
Governments, because it would not have
a substantial direct effect on one or
more Indian tribes, on the relationship
between the Federal Government and
Indian tribes, or on the distribution of
power and responsibilities between the
Federal Government and Indian tribes.
If you believe this proposed rule has
implications for federalism or Indian
tribes, please contact the person listed
in the FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT section.

E. Unfunded Mandates Reform Act

The Unfunded Mandates Reform Act
of 1995 (2 U.S.C. 1531-1538) requires
Federal agencies to assess the effects of
their discretionary regulatory actions. In
particular, the Act addresses actions
that may result in the expenditure by a
State, local, or tribal government, in the
aggregate, or by the private sector of
$100,000,000 (adjusted for inflation) or
more in any one year. Though this
proposed rule would not result in such
an expenditure, we do discuss the
effects of this proposed rule elsewhere
in this preamble.

F. Environment

We have analyzed this proposed rule
under Department of Homeland
Security Management Directive 023-01
and Commandant Instruction
M16475.1D, which guide the Coast
Guard in complying with the National
Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (42
U.S.C. 4321-4370f), and have made a
preliminary determination that this
action is one of a category of actions that
do not individually or cumulatively
have a significant effect on the human
environment. This proposed rule
involves a security zone lasting only a
few days at a time that will prohibit
entry within certain waters of the
Intracoastal Waterway and Atlantic
Ocean in Palm Beach, FL. Normally
such actions are categorically excluded
from further review under paragraph
34(g) of Figure 2—1 of Commandant
Instruction M16475.1D. A preliminary
Record of Environmental Consideration
(REC) supporting this determination is
available in the docket where indicated
under ADDRESSES. We seek any
comments or information that may lead
to the discovery of a significant
environmental impact from this
proposed rule.

G. Protest Activities

The Coast Guard respects the First
Amendment rights of protesters.
Protesters are asked to contact the
person listed in the FOR FURTHER
INFORMATION CONTACT section to
coordinate protest activities so that your
message can be received without
jeopardizing the safety or security of
people, places, or vessels.

V. Public Participation and Request for
Comments

We view public participation as
essential to effective rulemaking, and
will consider all comments and material
received during the comment period.
Your comment can help shape the
outcome of this rulemaking. If you
submit a comment, please include the
docket number for this rulemaking,
indicate the specific section of this
document to which each comment
applies, and provide a reason for each
suggestion or recommendation.

We encourage you to submit
comments through the Federal
eRulemaking Portal at http://
www.regulations.gov. If your material
cannot be submitted using http://
www.regulations.gov, contact the person
in the FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT section of this document for
alternate instructions.

We accept anonymous comments. All
comments received will be posted
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without change to http://
www.regulations.gov and will include
any personal information you have
provided. For more about privacy and
the docket, you may review a Privacy
Act notice regarding the Federal Docket
Management System in the March 24,
2005, issue of the Federal Register (70
FR 15086).

Documents mentioned in this NPRM
as being available in the docket, and all
public comments, will be in our online
docket at http://www.regulations.gov
and can be viewed by following that
Web site’s instructions. Additionally, if
you go to the online docket and sign up
for email alerts, you will be notified
when comments are posted or a final
rule is published.

List of Subjects in 33 CFR Part 165

Harbor, Marine Safety, Navigation
(water), Reporting and recordkeeping
requirements, Security measures,
Waterways.

For the reasons discussed in the
preamble, the Coast Guard proposes to
amend 33 CFR part 165 as follows:

PART 165—REGULATED NAVIGATION
AREAS AND LIMITED ACCESS AREAS

m 1. The authority citation for part 165
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 33 U.S.C. 1231; 50 U.S.C. 191;
33 CFR 1.05-1, 6.04-1, 6.04—6, and 160.5;
Department of Homeland Security Delegation
No. 0170.1.

m 2. Add § 165.785 to read as follows:

§165.785 Security Zone; Presidential
Security Zone, Palm Beach, FL.

(a) Regulated areas. The following
areas are security zones:

(1) Center zone. All waters of Lake
Worth Lagoon within the following
points: Beginning at Point 1 in position
26°41'21” N., 80°2’39” W.; thence east to
Point 2 in position 26°41°21” N.,
80°2"13” W.; thence south following the
shoreline to Point 3 in position
26°39’58” N., 80°2’20” W.; thence west
to Point 4 in position 26°39’58” N.,
80°2"38” W., thence back to origin at
Point 1.

(2) West zone. All waters of Lake
Worth Lagoon within the following
points: Beginning at Point 1 in position
26°41’21” N., 80°2’39” W.; thence west
to Point 2 in position 26°41°21” N.,
80°3'00” W.; thence south following the
shoreline to Point 3 in position
26°39'58” N., 80°2’55” W.; thence east to
Point 4 in position 26°39'58” N.,
80°2"38” W., thence back to origin at
Point 1.

(3) East zone. All waters of the
Atlantic Ocean within the following
points: Beginning at Point 1 in position

26°41’21” N., 80°2’01” W.; thence south
following the shoreline to Point 2 in
position 26°39°57” N., 80°2°01” W.;
thence east to Point 3 in position
26°39’58” N., 80°1’02” W.; thence north
to Point 4 in position 26°41°20” N.,
80°102” W., thence back to origin at
Point 1.

(b) Definition. The term “designated
representative” means Coast Guard
Patrol Commanders, including Coast
Guard coxswains, petty officers, and
other officers operating Coast Guard
vessels, and Federal, state, and local
officers designated by or assisting the
Captain of the Port Miami in the
enforcement of the security zone.

(c) Regulations—(1) Center zone. All
persons and vessels are prohibited from
entering, transiting through, anchoring
in, or remaining within the security
zone unless authorized by the Captain
of the Port Miami or a designated
representative.

(2) West zone. All persons and vessels
are required to transit through the
security zone escorted by on-scene
designated representatives at a steady
speed and may not slow down or stop
except in the case of unforeseen
mechanical or other emergency. Any
persons or vessels forced to slow or stop
in the zone shall immediately notify the
Captain of the Port Miami via VHF
channel 16.

(3) East zone. All persons and vessels
are required to transit through the
security zone at a steady speed and may
not slow down or stop except in the
case of unforeseen mechanical or other
emergency. Any persons or vessels
forced to slow or stop in the zone shall
immediately notify the Captain of the
Port via VHF channel 16.

(4) Contacting Captain of the Port.
Persons who must notify, or request
authorization from, the Captain of the
Port Miami may do so by telephone at
(305) 535—4472, or may contact a
designated representative via VHF radio
on channel 16. If authorization to enter,
transit through, anchor in, or remain
within the security zone is granted by
the Captain of the Port Miami or a
designated representative, all persons
and vessels receiving such authorization
must comply with the instructions of
the Captain of the Port Miami or the
designated representative.

(d) Enforcement period. This section
will be enforced when the President of
the United States, members of the First
Family, or other persons under the
protection of the Secret Service are
present or expected to be present at the
Mar-a-Lago Club. The Coast Guard will
provide notice of the regulated area via
Broadcast Notice to Mariners or by on-
scene designated representatives. Coast

Guard patrol assets will also be on-scene
with flashing blue lights energized
when the center, west, or east security
zone is in effect.

Dated: June 6, 2017.
M.M. Dean,

Captain, U.S. Coast Guard, Captain of the
Port Miami.

[FR Doc. 2017-12853 Filed 6-19-17; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 9110-04-P

POSTAL REGULATORY COMMISSION
39 CFR Part 3050

[Docket No. RM2017-6; Order No. 3962]
Periodic Reporting

AGENCY: Postal Regulatory Commission.
ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking.

SUMMARY: The Commission is noticing a
recent filing requesting that the
Commission initiate an informal
rulemaking proceeding to consider
changes to an analytical method for use
in periodic reporting (Proposal Two).
This notice informs the public of the
filing, invites public comment, and
takes other administrative steps.

DATES: Comments are due: July 31,
2017.

ADDRESSES: Submit comments
electronically via the Commission’s
Filing Online system at http://
www.prc.gov. Those who cannot submit
comments electronically should contact
the person identified in the FOR FURTHER
INFORMATION CONTACT section by
telephone for advice on filing
alternatives.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
David A. Trissell, General Counsel, at
202-789-6820.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Table of Contents

I. Introduction

II. Proposal Two

1II. Notice and Comment
IV. Ordering Paragraphs

I. Introduction

On June 8, 2017, the Postal Service
filed a petition pursuant to 39 CFR
3050.11 requesting that the Commission
initiate an informal rulemaking
proceeding to consider changes to an
analytical method relating to periodic
reports.? The Petition identifies the

1Petition of the United States Postal Service for
the Initiation of a Proceeding to Consider Proposed
Changes in Analytical Principles (Proposal Two),
June 8, 2017 (Petition).
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proposed analytical method changes
filed in this docket as Proposal Two.

II. Proposal Two

Background. During the FY 2016
Annual Compliance Determination
(ACD) process, in response to an
information request, the Postal Service
developed a methodology for revising
the International Cost and Revenue
Analysis report (ICRA) by changing the
costing methodology for the treatment of
Inbound mail, including Letter Post,
Parcel Post and Express Mail Service to
adjust for the increasingly difficult task
of maintaining statistical reliability of
reporting UPU Target and Transition
Countries separately. Proposal Two at
1-2. Proposal Two is presented in
response to Commission discussion in
the FY 2016 ACD regarding those
revisions.2 Although the methodology
was used provisionally for assessing
compliance in the FY 2016 ACD, the
Commission stated that the
methodology must be reviewed by the
Commission through a docketed
proceeding before it may be used in
future ACDs. Proposal Two at 2; see FY
2016 ACD at 64.

Proposal. Proposal Two implements
the costing methodology developed in
response to Chairman’s Information
Request No. 12, question 1, in the FY
2016 ACD process and consolidates the
cost estimates for Target and Transition
Countries. Proposal Two at 6. Proposal
Two would also combine Inbound
Letter Post from Target and Transition
Countries at UPU rates reporting into a
single ICRA Inbound Letter Post at UPU
rates line separate from Canada. There
would no longer be a need for the In-
Office Cost System analysis to separate
costs into Target and Transition
Countries in the Cost and Revenue
Analysis Cost Segments tab of the
Inputs file. The Canada and UPU
separation remains in place. Id.

Rationale and impact. The Postal
Service states that continuing the Target
Country and Transition Country
distinction is not consistent with the
current Mail Classification Schedule
(MCS) and produces increasingly
unreliable or misleading cost estimates
due to the shrinking Transition Country
classification. Id. The MCS makes no
distinction between Target and
Transition Countries regarding Inbound

2 See Docket No. ACR2016, Annual Compliance
Determination, March 28, 2017, at 63—65 (FY 2016
ACD). The Postal Service states that the
Commission linked the potential filing of Proposal
Two to discussion of certain other topics but that
none of the issues raised by these topics directly
relates to the merits of Proposal Two and views it
as entirely independent of these other matters.
Petition at 1.

Letter Post. Id. The Postal Service
believes that the current MCS
classification is consistent with the fact
that there is no costing reason to
maintain a distinction between Target
and Transition Countries. Id. at 7. The
differences arising from the proposed
modification are presented in a non-
public file which was filed under seal
with the Petition. Id.

I1I. Notice and Comment

The Commission establishes Docket
No. RM2017-6 for consideration of
matters raised by the Petition. More
information on the Petition may be
accessed via the Commission’s Web site
at http://www.prc.gov. Interested
persons may submit comments on the
Petition and Proposal Two no later than
July 31, 2017. Pursuant to 39 U.S.C. 505,
Katalin K. Clendenin is designated as
officer of the Commission (Public
Representative) to represent the
interests of the general public in this
proceeding.

IV. Ordering Paragraphs

It is ordered:

1. The Commission establishes Docket
No. RM2017-6 for consideration of the
matters raised by the Petition of the
United States Postal Service for the
Initiation of a Proceeding to Consider
Proposed Changes in Analytical
Principles (Proposal Two), filed June 8,
2017.

2. Comments by interested persons in
this proceeding are due no later than
July 31, 2017.

3. Pursuant to 39 U.S.C. 505, the
Commission appoints Katalin K.
Clendenin to serve as an officer of the
Commission (Public Representative) to
represent the interests of the general
public in this docket.

4. The Secretary shall arrange for
publication of this order in the Federal
Register.

By the Commission.

Stacy L. Ruble,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 201712779 Filed 6-19-17; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7710-FW-P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 312

[EPA-HQ-OLEM-2016-0786; FRL-9958—
46-OLEM]

Amendment to Standards and
Practices for All Appropriate Inquiries
Under CERCLA

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).

ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: EPA is proposing to amend
the Standards and Practices for All
Appropriate Inquiries to update an
existing reference to a standard practice
recently made available by ASTM
International, a widely recognized
standards development organization.
Specifically, EPA is proposing to amend
the All Appropriate Inquiries Rule to
reference ASTM International’s E2247—
16 ““Standard Practice for
Environmental Site Assessments: Phase
I Environmental Site Assessment
Process for Forestland or Rural
Property” and allow for its use to satisfy
the statutory requirements for
conducting all appropriate inquiries
under the Comprehensive
Environmental Response, Compensation
and Liability Act (CERCLA). In the
“Rules and Regulations” section of this
Federal Register, EPA is amending the
All Appropriate Inquiries Rule to
reference the ASTM E2247-16 Standard
as a direct final rule without a prior
proposed rule. If we receive no adverse
comment, we will not take further
action on this proposed rule.

DATES: Written comments must be
received by July 20, 2017.

ADDRESSES: Submit your comments,
identified by Docket ID No. EPA-HQ-
OLEM-2016-0786 at http://
www.regulations.gov. Follow the online
instructions for submitting comments.
Once submitted, comments cannot be
edited or removed from Regulations.gov.
The EPA may publish any comment
received to its public docket. Do not
submit electronically any information
you consider to be Confidential
Business Information (CBI) or other
information whose disclosure is
restricted by statute. Multimedia
submissions (audio, video, etc.) must be
accompanied by a written comment.
The written comment is considered the
official comment and should include
discussion of all points you wish to
make. The EPA will generally not
consider comments or comment
contents located outside of the primary
submission (i.e. on the web, cloud, or
other file sharing system). For
additional submission methods, the full
EPA public comment policy,
information about CBI or multimedia
submissions, and general guidance on
making effective comments, please visit
https://www.epa.gov/dockets/
commenting-epa-dockets.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: For
general information, contact the
CERCLA Call Center at 800-424—9346 or
TDD 800-553-7672 (hearing impaired).
In the Washington, DC metropolitan
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area, call 703—412—-9810 or TDD 703—
412-3323. For more detailed
information on specific aspects of this
rule, contact Patricia Overmeyer, Office
of Brownfields and Land Revitalization
(5105T), U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency, 1200 Pennsylvania Avenue
NW., Washington, DC 20460-0002, 202—
566—2774, or overmeyer.patricia@
epa.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
I. Why is EPA using this proposed rule?

This document proposes an
amendment to 40 Code of Federal
Regulations (CFR) part 312. In the
“Rules and Regulations” section of this
Federal Register, EPA is making these
changes as a direct final rule without a
prior proposed rule because we view
this as a noncontroversial action and
anticipate no adverse comment. We
have explained our reasons for this
action, including our reasons for the
specific amendment, in the preamble to
the direct final rule. Additionally, the
amendment to the regulatory text for
this proposed rule can also be found in
the direct final rule. If we receive no
adverse comment on any of the changes
we are promulgating today, we will not
take further action on this proposed
rule. If, however, we receive such
comment, we will publish a timely
withdrawal in the Federal Register
informing the public that this
amendment will not take effect, and the
reason for such withdrawal. We do not
intend to institute a second comment
period on this action. Any parties
interested in commenting must do so at
this time. EPA will address public
comments in any subsequent final rule.
For further information, please see the
information provided in the ADDRESSES
section of this document.

II. Does this action apply to me?

The discussion of the potentially
affected entities by this proposed rule
can be found in the preamble to the
direct final rule.

III. Statutory and Executive Order
Reviews

For a complete discussion of all the
administrative requirements applicable
to this action, see the direct final rule in
the “Rules and Regulations” section of
this Federal Register.

List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 312

Environmental Protection,
Administrative practice and procedure,
Hazardous substances,
Intergovernmental relations, Reporting
and recordkeeping requirements,
Superfund.

Dated: June 12, 2017.
Barry N. Breen,

Acting Assistant Administrator, Office of
Land and Emergency Management.

[FR Doc. 2017-12839 Filed 6—19-17; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-50-P

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE

Defense Acquisition Regulations
System

[DFARS-RRTF-2017-01; Docket DARS—
2017-0001]

Defense Federal Acquisition
Regulation Supplement; DFARS
Subgroup to the DoD Regulatory
Reform Task Force, Review of DFARS
Solicitation Provisions and Contract
Clauses

AGENCY: Defense Acquisition
Regulations System, Department of
Defense.

ACTION: Request for comment.

SUMMARY: In accordance with Executive
Order 13777, “Enforcing the Regulatory
Reform Agenda,” the DFARS Subgroup
to the DoD Regulatory Reform Task
Force is seeking input on DFARS
solicitation provisions and contract
clauses that may be appropriate for
repeal, replacement, or modification.
See the Supplementary Information
section below for additional guidance.

DATES: Interested parties should submit
written comments to the address shown
below on or before August 21, 2017, to
be considered.

ADDRESSES: Submit comments
identified by “DFARS-RRTF-2017-01"
using any of the following methods:

O Regulations.gov: http://
www.regulations.gov. Submit comments
via the Federal eRulemaking portal by
entering “DFARS-RRTF-2017-01"
under the heading “Enter keyword or
ID”” and selecting ““Search.” Select the
link “Submit a Comment” that
corresponds with “DFARS-RRTF-
2017-01.” Follow the instructions
provided at the “Submit a Comment”
screen. Please include your name,
company name (if any), and “DFARS—
RRTF-2017-01" on your attached
document.

O Fax:571-372-6099.

O Mail: Defense Acquisition
Regulations System, Attn: DFARS
Subgroup RRTF, OUSD(AT&L)DPAP/
DARS, Room 3B941, 3060 Defense
Pentagon, Washington, DC 20301-3060.

Comments received generally will be
posted without change to http://
www.regulations.gov, including any
personal information provided. To

confirm receipt of your comment(s),
please check www.regulations.gov,
approximately two to three days after
submission to verify posting (allow 30
days for posting of comments submitted
by mail).

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Ms.
Jennifer Johnson, telephone 571-372—
6100; or Ms. Carrie Moore, telephone
571-372-6093.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On
February 24, 2017, the President signed
Executive Order (E.O.) 13777,
“Enforcing the Regulatory Reform
Agenda,” which established a Federal
policy “to alleviate unnecessary
regulatory burdens” on the American
people. Section 3(a) of the E.O. directs
Federal agencies to establish a
Regulatory Reform Task Force (Task
Force). One of the duties of the Task
Force is to evaluate existing regulations
and “make recommendations to the
agency head regarding their repeal,
replacement, or modification.” The E.O.
further asks that each Task Force
“attempt to identify regulations that:

(i) Eliminate jobs, or inhibit job
creation; (ii) are outdated, unnecessary,
or ineffective; (iii) impose costs that
exceed benefits; (iv) create a serious
inconsistency or otherwise interfere
with regulatory reform initiatives and
policies; (v) are inconsistent with the
requirements of section 515 of the
Treasury and General Government
Appropriation Act, 2001 (44 U.S.C. 3516
note), or the guidance issued pursuant
to that provision in particular those
regulations that rely in whole or in part
on data, information, or methods that
are not publicly available or that are
insufficiently transparent to meet the
standard of reproducibility; or (vi)
derive from or implement Executive
Orders or other Presidential directives
that have been subsequently rescinded
or substantially modified.”” Section 3(e)
of the E.O. 13777 calls on the Task
Force to “seek input and other
assistance, as permitted by law, from
entities significantly affected by Federal
regulations, including State, local, and
tribal governments, small businesses,
consumers, non-governmental
organizations, trade associations” on
regulations that meet some or all of the
criteria above. Through this notice, DoD
is soliciting such input from the public
to inform evaluation of the DFARS part
252 solicitation provisions and contract
clauses by the Task Force’s DFARS
Subgroup. Although the agency will not
respond to each individual comment,
DoD may follow-up with respondents to
clarify comments. DoD values public
feedback and will consider all input that
it receives. Furthermore, DoD may share
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inputs received in response to this the acquisition regulations applicable to  process and maintaining defense

notice with the “Section 809 Panel” DoD with a view toward streamlining technology advantage.

(section809panel.org; SEC809@ and improving the efficiency and fer L. H

DAU.MIL) established under section 809  effectiveness of the defense acquisition Jennifer L. Hawes, .

of the National Defense Act for Fiscal gdli‘” ; Defense Acquisition Regulations
ystem.

Year 2016, for the purpose of reviewing (FR Doc. 2017-12731 Filed 6-1917: 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 5001-06-P
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Notices

Federal Register
Vol. 82, No. 117

Tuesday, June 20, 2017

This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER
contains documents other than rules or
proposed rules that are applicable to the
public. Notices of hearings and investigations,
committee meetings, agency decisions and
rulings, delegations of authority, filing of
petitions and applications and agency
statements of organization and functions are
examples of documents appearing in this
section.

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

International Trade Administration

[A-570-001]

Potassium Permanganate From the
People’s Republic of China;
Rescission of the Antidumping Duty
Administrative Review; 2016

AGENCY: Enforcement and Compliance,
International Trade Administration,
Commerce.

SUMMARY: On March 15, 2017, the
Department of Commerce (the
Department) initiated an administrative
review of the antidumping duty order
on potassium permanganate from the
People’s Republic of China (PRC) for
two companies. The period of review
(POR) is January 1, 2016, to December
31, 2016. On April 27, 2017, the
Department published a notice of a
partial rescission of the administrative
review with respect to Chongging

Changyuan Group Limited (Changyuan).

Based on Pacific Accelerator Limited’s
(PAL) timely withdrawal of its request
for review, we are now rescinding this
administrative review in its entirety.

DATES: Effective June 20, 2017.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Kabir Archuletta or Jessica Weeks, AD/
CVD Operations, Office V, Enforcement
and Compliance, International Trade
Administration, U.S. Department of
Commerce, 1401 Constitution Avenue
NW., Washington, DC 20230; telephone
(202) 482-2593 or (202) 482—-4877,
respectively.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Background

On January 10, 2017, the Department
published a notice of “Opportunity to
Request Administrative Review” of the
antidumping duty order on potassium
permanganate from the PRC for the POR
of January 1, 2016, through December

31, 2016.1 On January 31, 2017, the
Department received timely requests to
conduct an administrative review of the
antidumping duty order on potassium
permanganate from the PRC from PAL
and Changyuan.2 Based upon those
requests, on March 15, 2017, in
accordance with section 751(a) or the
Tariff Act of 1930, as amended, (the Act)
the Department published a notice of
initiation of an administrative review of
the Order3 covering the period January
1, 2016, to December 31, 2016.4 The
Department initiated the administrative
review with respect to PAL and
Changyuan.® On April 12, 2017,
Changyuan timely withdrew its request
for review.6 Accordingly, the
Department published a notice of partial
rescission of the antidumping duty
administrative review of potassium
permanganate.” On June 13, 2017, PAL
withdrew its request for review.8

Rescission of Review

Pursuant to 19 CFR 351.213(d)(1), the
Secretary will rescind an administrative
review, in whole or in part, if a party
who requested the review withdraws
the request within 90 days of the date
of publication of notice of initiation of
the requested review. PAL was the only
remaining respondent in this
administrative review, PAL timely
withdrew its request for review, and no

1 See Antidumping or Countervailing Duty Order,
Finding, or Suspended Investigation; Opportunity
To Request Administrative Review, 82 FR 2951
(January 10, 2017).

2 See Letter to the Secretary of Commerce from
PAL and Changyuan “RE: Request for
Administrative Review of the Antidumping Duty
Order on Potassium Permanganate from the
People’s Republic of China” (January 31, 2017).

3 See Antidumping Duty Order; Potassium
Permanganate from the People’s Republic of China,
49 FR 3897 (January 31, 1984) (Order).

4 See Initiation of Antidumping and
Countervailing Duty Administrative Reviews, 82 FR
13795 (March 15, 2017).

51d.

6 See Letter to the Secretary of Commerce from
PAL and Changyuan “Re: Amendment of
Administrative Review Request: Antidumping Duty
Order on Potassium Permanganate from the
People’s Republic of China (A-570-001)" (April 12,
2017).

7 See Potassium Permanganate from the People’s
Republic of China; 2016; Partial Rescission of the
Antidumping Duty Administrative Review, 82 FR
19356 (April 27, 2017).

8 See Letter to the Secretary of Commerce from
PAL “Re: PAL’s Withdrawal of Review Request:
2016 Administrative Review of the Antidumping
Duty Order on Potassium Permanganate from the
People’s Republic of China (A-570-001)"" (June 13,
2017).

other party requested a review of PAL.
Further, pursuant to 19 CFR
351.213(d)(1) and as a result of the
rescission with respect to PAL and the
prior rescission with respect to
Changyuan, we are rescinding the
administrative review of the
antidumping duty order on potassium
permanganate from the PRC for the
period January 1, 2016, through
December 31, 2016, in its entirety.

Assessment

The Department will instruct U.S.
Customs and Border Protection (CBP) to
assess antidumping duties on all
appropriate entries. Because the
Department is rescinding this
administrative review in its entirety, the
entries to which this administrative
review pertain shall be assessed
antidumping duties at rates equal to the
cash deposit of estimated antidumping
duties required at the time of entry, or
withdrawal from warehouse, for
consumption, in accordance with 19
CFR 351.212(c)(1)@i). The Department
intends to issue appropriate assessment
instructions to CBP 15 days after the
publication of this notice in the Federal
Register.

Notification to Importers

This notice serves as a final reminder
to importers of their responsibility
under 19 CFR 351.402(f)(2) to file a
certificate regarding the reimbursement
of antidumping duties prior to
liquidation of the relevant entries
during this review period. Failure to
comply with this requirement could
result in the Department’s presumption
that reimbursement of the antidumping
duties occurred and the subsequent
assessment of doubled antidumping
duties.

Notification Regarding Administrative
Protective Orders

This notice also serves as a final
reminder to parties subject to
administrative protective order (APO) of
their responsibility concerning the
return or destruction of proprietary
information disclosed under APO in
accordance with 19 CFR 351.305(a)(3),
which continues to govern business
proprietary information in this segment
of the proceeding. Timely written
notification of the return or destruction
of APO materials, or conversion to
judicial protective order, is hereby
requested. Failure to comply with the
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regulations and terms of an APO is a
violation which is subject to sanction.

Notification to Interested Parties

This notice is issued and published in
accordance with sections 751(a)(1) and
777(i)(1) of the Act, and 19 CFR
351.213(d)(4).

Dated: June 15, 2017.

Gary Taverman,

Deputy Assistant Secretary for Antidumping
and Countervailing Duty Operations.

[FR Doc. 2017-12820 Filed 6-19-17; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-DS-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

International Trade Administration

[A-570-001]

Potassium Permanganate From the
People’s Republic of China: Final
Results of Antidumping Duty
Administrative Review; 2015

AGENCY: Enforcement and Compliance,
International Trade Administration,
Commerce.

SUMMARY: The Department of Commerce
(Department) published the preliminary
results of the administrative review of
the antidumping duty order on
potassium permanganate from the
People’s Republic of China (PRC) on
December 13, 2016. We gave interested
parties an opportunity to comment on
the Preliminary Results, and based upon
our analysis of the comments and
information received, we made changes
to the margin calculation for these final
results. The final dumping margin for
the reviewed firm is listed below in the
“Final Results of the Administrative
Review’” section of this notice. The
period of review (POR) is January 1,
2015, through December 31, 2015.

DATES: Effective June 20, 2017.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Kenneth Hawkins, AD/CVD Operations,
Office V, Enforcement and Compliance,
International Trade Administration,
U.S. Department of Commerce, 1401
Constitution Avenue NW., Washington,
DC 20230; telephone 202.482.6491.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Background

The Department published the
Preliminary Results on December 13,
2016.1 This review covers one
respondent, Pacific Accelerator Limited

1 See Potassium Permanganate from the People’s
Republic of China: Preliminary Results of the 2015
Antidumping Duty Administrative Review, 81 FR
81897 (December 13, 2016) (Preliminary Results).

(PAL).2 Between January 12 and 17,
2017, PAL and the petitioner, the Carus
Corporation, submitted case and
rebuttal briefs.? On April 4, 2017, the
Department held a hearing limited to
issues raised in the case and rebuttal
briefs. On March 30, 2017, in
accordance with section 751(a)(3)(A) of
the Tariff Act of 1930, as amended (the
Act), the Department extended the
period for issuing the final results of
this review by thirty days, from April
12, 2017 to May 12, 2017. On May 11,
2017, the Department extended the
period for issuing the final results of
this review a final time for an additional
thirty days, from May 12, 2017 to June
12, 2017.4

Scope of the Order

Imports covered by this order are
shipments of potassium permanganate,
an inorganic chemical produced in free-
flowing, technical, and pharmaceutical
grades. Potassium permanganate is
currently classifiable under item
2841.61.00 of the Harmonized Tariff
Schedule of the United States (HTSUS).
Although the HTSUS item number is
provided for convenience and customs
purposes, the written description of the
merchandise remains dispositive.

Analysis of Comments Received

All issues raised in the case and
rebuttal briefs by parties in this review
are addressed in the Issues and Decision
Memo (I&D Memo).5 A list of the issues
which parties raised is attached to this
notice as an appendix. The I&D Memo
is a public document and is on file in
the Central Records Unit (CRU), Room
B8024 of the main Department of
Commerce building, as well as
electronically via Enforcement and
Compliance’s Antidumping and
Countervailing Duty Centralized
Electronic Service System (ACCESS).
ACCESS is available to registered users
at http://access.trade.gov and to all
users in the CRU. In addition, a
complete version of the I&D Memo can

2 See Initiation of Antidumping and
Countervailing Duty Administrative Reviews, 81 FR
11179 (March 3, 2015).

3 See PAL’s July 12, 2016 submission; Petitioner’s
July 17, 2016 submission.

4 See Notice of Clarification: Application of “Next
Business Day”’ Rule for Administrative
Determination Deadlines Pursuant to the Tariff
Acto of 1930, As Amended,70 FR 24533 (May 10,
2005).

5 See Memorandum to Ronald Lorentzen,
Assistant Secretary for Enforcement and
Compliance, from Gary Taverman, Associate
Deputy Assistant Secretary for Antidumping and
Countervailing Duty Operations, ‘Potassium
Permanganate from the People’s Republic of China:
Issues and Decision Memorandum for the Final
Results,” dated concurrently with and hereby
adopted by this notice (I&D Memo).

be accessed directly on the Internet at
http://enforcement.trade.gov/frn/
index.html. The signed 1&D Memo and
the electronic version are identical in
content.

Changes Since the Preliminary
Results

Based on a review of the record and
comments received from interested
parties regarding our Preliminary
Results, and for the reasons explained in
the 1&D Memo, we revised the margin
calculation for PAL. Specifically, we
made adjusted the drum factor of
production, and we adjusted PAL’s
international freight movement expense.

Final Results of the Review

The dumping margins for the final
results of this administrative review are
as follows:

Weighted-
average
margin
(dollars/
kilogram) &

Exporter

Pacific Accelerator Limited ... $0.00

Disclosure

The Department will disclose
calculations performed for these final
results to the parties within five days of
the date of publication of this notice, in
accordance with 19 CFR 351.224(b).

Assessment Rates

Pursuant to section 751(a)(2)(A) of the
Act and 19 CFR 351.212(b), the
Department will determine, and U.S.
Customs and Border Protection (CBP)
shall assess, antidumping duties on all
appropriate entries of subject
merchandise in accordance with the
final results of this review. The
Department intends to issue appropriate
assessment instructions directly to CBP
15 days after publication of the final
results of this administrative review.

In accordance with 19 CFR
351.212(b)(1), we are calculating
importer- (or customer-) specific
assessment rates for the merchandise
subject to this review. For assessment
purposes, we calculated a per-unit rate
for each importer (or customer) by
dividing the total dumping margins for
reviewed sales to that party by the total
sales quantity associated with those
transactions. We will direct CBP to
assess the resulting per-unit rate against
the entered quantity of the subject

6 Consistent with Comment V in the I&D Memo,
the Department has determined that it will calculate
per-unit assessment and cash deposit rates.
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merchandise.” We will instruct CBP to
assess antidumping duties on all
appropriate entries covered by this
review when the importer- (or
customer-) specific assessment rate is
above de minimis. Where an importer-
(or customer-) specific assessment rate
is zero or de minimis, we will instruct
CBP to liquidate the appropriate entries
without regard to antidumping duties.

Cash Deposit Requirements

The following cash deposit
requirements will be effective upon
publication of the final results of this
administrative review for all shipments
of the subject merchandise entered, or
withdrawn from warehouse, for
consumption on or after the publication
date of the final results, as provided for
by section 751(a)(2)(C) of the Act: (1)
For the exporter listed above, the cash
deposit rate will be the rate established
in the final results of review; (2) for
previously investigated or reviewed PRC
and non-PRC exporters not listed above
that have separate rates, the cash
deposit rate will continue to be the
exporter-specific rate published for the
most recent period; (3) for all PRC
exporters of subject merchandise that
have not been found to be entitled to a
separate rate, the cash deposit rate will
be that for the PRC-wide entity, which
is 128.94 percent; 8 and (4) for all non-
PRC exporters of subject merchandise
which have not received their own rate,
the cash deposit rate will be the rate
applicable to the PRC exporter that
supplied that non-PRC exporter. The
cash deposit requirements, when
imposed, shall remain in effect until
further notice.

Notification to Importers Regarding the
Reimbursement of Duties

This notice also serves as a final
reminder to importers of their
responsibility under 19 CFR 351.402(f)
to file a certificate regarding the
reimbursement of antidumping duties
prior to liquidation of the relevant
entries during this POR. Failure to
comply with this requirement could
result in the Department’s presumption
that reimbursement of antidumping
duties occurred and the subsequent
assessment of doubled antidumping
duties.

7 See Antidumping Proceedings: Calculation of
the Weighted-Average Dumping Margin and
Assessment Rate in Certain Antidumping
Proceedings: Final Modification, 77 FR 8101, 8103
(February 14, 2012).

8 See Potassium Permanganate from the People’s
Republic of China; Final Results of Antidumping
Duty Administrative Review, 59 FR 26625 (May 23,
1994).

Notification Regarding Administrative
Protective Order

This notice also serves as a reminder
to parties subject to administrative
protective order (APO) of their
responsibility concerning the return or
destruction of proprietary information
disclosed under APO in accordance
with 19 CFR 351.305, which continues
to govern business proprietary
information in this segment of the
proceeding. Timely written notification
of the return or destruction of APO
materials, or conversion to judicial
protective order, is hereby requested.
Failure to comply with the regulations
and terms of an APO is a violation
which is subject to sanction.

We are issuing and publishing this
administrative review and notice in
accordance with sections 751(a)(1) and
777(i) of the Act.

Dated: June 12, 2017.
Ronald K. Lorentzen,

Acting Assistant Secretary for Enforcement
and Compliance.

Appendix

List of Topics Discussed in the Final
Decision Memorandum

Summary

Case Issues

Background

Scope of the Order

Discussion of the Issues

Comment I International Movement Expenses

Comment II Brokerage and Handling and
Truck Freight Calculations

Comment III Marine Insurance Calculation

Comment IV Application of Rail Expense

Comment V Currency Conversion

Comment VI Drum FOP

Comment VII Valuation of Manganese
Dioxidee

Comment VIII Deduction of VAT

Recommendation

[FR Doc. 2017-12822 Filed 6-19-17; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-DS-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

International Trade Administration
[A-533-857]

Certain Oil Country Tubular Goods
From India: Amendment of
Antidumping Duty Order

AGENCY: Enforcement and Compliance,
International Trade Administration,
Commerce.

SUMMARY: On March 16, 2017, the
United States Court of International
Trade (CIT) entered final judgment
sustaining the final results of remand
redetermination pursuant to court order
by the Department of Commerce
(Department) pertaining to the less-than-

fair-value (LTFV) investigation of
certain oil country tubular goods
(OCTG) from India. This judgment was
not appealed within the 60-day
deadline, and became final and
conclusive on May 15, 2017. The
Department previously notified the
public that the final judgment in this
case is not in harmony with the
Department’s final determination in the
LTFV investigation of OCTG from India.
Because the judgement in this case is
final and conclusive, the Department is
now amending its antidumping duty
order on OCTG from India covering the
period of investigation (POI) of July 1,
2012, through June 30, 2013, to exclude
GVN Fuels Limited (GVN) from the
order and revise the dumping margin for
Jindal SAW, Limited (Jindal SAW).

DATES: Effective March 26, 2017.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Andrew Huston, AD/CVD Operations,
Office VII, Enforcement and
Compliance, International Trade
Administration, U.S. Department of
Commerce, 1401 Constitution Avenue
NW., Washington, DC 20230; telephone:
(202) 482—-4261.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Background

On July 18, 2014, the Department
published its final determination of
sales at LTFV and final negative
determination of critical circumstances
in this proceeding.? The Department
reached affirmative determinations for
mandatory respondents GVN and Jindal
SAW. On September 2, 2014, the
International Trade Commission
notified the Department of its
affirmative determination that an
industry in the United States was
materially injured by reason of LTFV
imports of OCTG from India.2 On
September 10, 2014, the Department
published the antidumping duty orders
on OCTG from India, the Republic of
Korea, Taiwan, the Republic of Turkey,
and the Socialist Republic of Vietnam,3

1 See Final Determination of Sales at Less Than
Fair Value and Final Negative Determination of
Critical Circumstances: Certain Oil Country Tubular
Good from India, 79 FR 41981 (July 18, 2014) (Final
Determination).

2 See Letter from the ITC to the Department, dated
September 2, 2014; see also Certain Oil Country
Tubular Goods from India, Korea, Philippines,
Taiwan, Thailand, Turkey, Ukraine, and Vietnam
(Investigation Nos. 701-TA—499-500 and 731-TA—
1215-1217 and 1219-1223 (Final), USITC
Publication 4489, September 2014).

3 See Certain Oil Country Tubular Goods from
India, the Republic of Korea, Taiwan, the Republic
of Turkey, and the Socialist Republic of Vietnam:
Antidumping Duty Orders; and Certain Oil Country
Tubular Goods From the Socialist Republic of
Vietnam: Amended Final Determination of Sales at

Continued
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and a correction on October 3, 2014.4
U.S. Steel appealed the Final
Determination to the CIT, and on May
5, 2016, the CIT sustained, in part, and
remanded, in part, the Final
Determination.® The court remanded the
Final Determination to the Department
with respect to its differential pricing
analysis, specifically the Department’s
application and explanation of its ratio
test in this case, for further explanation
and consideration.6 Further, the court
remanded for further explanation and
consideration the Department’s
determinations that: (1) Jindal SAW was
unaffiliated with certain suppliers of
inputs; (2) Jindal SAW’s yield loss data
reasonably reflected its costs of
production; and (3) the highest COP in
GVN’s cost database should be assigned
to its dual-grade products.” On August
31, 2016, the Department issued its final
results of redetermination pursuant to
remand, in accordance with the CIT’s
order.8 On remand, the Department
revised the weighted-average dumping
margins for both GVN and Jindal SAW.
On March 16, 2017, the CIT sustained
the Department’s Final
Redetermination.® Parties had 60 days
to appeal the CIT’s judgement. No party
appealed the decision.

In response to the CIT’s March 16,
2017, decision, the Department
published a notice of court decision that
is not in harmony with a Department
determination, and amended its Final
Determination with respect to GVN and
Jindal SAW.10 The revised weighted-
average dumping margin for GVN is
1.07 percent. The revised weighted-
average dumping margin for Jindal SAW
is 11.24 percent. Neither GVN or Jindal
SAW have a superseding cash deposit
rate (e.g. from an administrative review)

Less Than Fair Value, 79 FR 53691 (September 10,
2014) (Orders).

4 See Certain Oil Country Tubular Goods from
India, the Republic of Korea, Taiwan, the Republic
of Turkey, and the Socialist Republic of Vietnam:
Notice of Correction to the Antidumping Duty
Orders With Respect to Turkey and the Socialist
Republic of Vietnam, 79 FR 59740 (October 3,
2014).

5 See United States Steel Corp. v. United States,
179 F. Supp. 3d 1114 (CIT 2016) (US Steel).

6 See US Steel, 179 F. Supp. 3d at 1120.

71d.

8 See Final Results of Redetermination Pursuant
to Remand, United States Steel Corporation et al.
and Maverick Tube Corporation et al. v. United
States, Consolidated Court No. 14-00263, dated
August 31, 2017 (Final Redetermination).

9 See United States Steel Corporation et al. v.
United States, Slip Op. 17-28, Consolidated Court
No. 14-00263 (CIT 2017).

10 See Certain Oil Country Tubular Goods from
India: Notice of Court Decision Not in Harmony
With Final Determination of Sales at Less Than Fair
Value and Final Negative Determination of Critical
Circumstances and Notice of Amended Final
Determination, 82 FR 17631 (April 12, 2017).

and, therefore, the Department issued
amended cash deposit instructions to
U.S. Customs and Border Protection on
May 10, 2017.11

Amendment of the Order on OCTG
From India

The period to appeal the CIT’s
decision has passed, and a final and
conclusive court decision has been
reached in this case. Therefore, the
Department is amending the
antidumping duty order 12 on OCTG
from India to exclude from the order
subject merchandise produced and
exported by GVN because the revised
weighted-average dumping margin for
GVN is de minimis. This exclusion does
not apply to merchandise produced by
GVN and exported by any other
company or merchandise produced by
any other company and exported by
GVN. Resellers of merchandise
produced by GVN, are also not entitled
to this exclusion.

Estimated Weighted-Average Dumping
Margins

The estimated weighted-average
dumping margins are as follows:

Estimated
weighted-
average
dumping mar-
gins
(percent) 13

Exporter or producer

Jindal SAW ......cccoevviieieene
All Others

11.24
5.79

Continuation of Suspension of
Liquidation, in Part

In accordance with section
735(c)(1)(B) of the Act, the Department
has instructed CBP to continue to
suspend liquidation on all relevant
entries of OCTG from India.’* These
instructions suspending liquidation will
remain in effect until further notice.
However, because the estimated
weighted-average dumping margin for
merchandise produced and exported by
GVN'’s is de minimis, the Department is
directing U.S. Customs and Border
Protection to liquidate all entries
produced and exported by GVN
currently suspended without regard to
antidumping duties, and to not to
suspend liquidation of entries of subject

11 See Message No. 7130310, dated May 10, 2017
(Message No. 7130310).

12 See Orders.

13 Cash deposit rates are lower than estimated
weighted-average dumping margins due to offsets
for export subsidies.

14 See Orders at 53692; see also Message No.
4262301, dated September 19, 2017, and Message
No. 7130310.

merchandise where GVN acted as both
the producer and exporter. Entries of
subject merchandise exported to the
United States by any other producer and
exporter combination involving GVN
are not entitled to this exclusion from
suspension of liquidation and are
subject to the cash deposit rate for the
all-others entity.

Notification to Interested Parties

This notice constitutes the amended
antidumping duty order with respect
OCTG from India. This notice is issued
and published in accordance with
sections 516A(e)(1) and 736(a) of the
Act.

Dated: June 14, 2017.
Ronald K. Lorentzen,

Acting Assistant Secretary for Enforcement
and Compliance.

[FR Doc. 2017-12819 Filed 6-19-17; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 3510-DS-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
International Trade Administration

Environmental Technologies Trade
Advisory Committee (ETTAC) Public
Meeting

AGENCY: International Trade
Administration, DOC.

ACTION: Notice of Federal Advisory
Committee Meeting.

SUMMARY: This notice sets forth the
schedule and proposed agenda of a
meeting of the Environmental
Technologies Trade Advisory
Committee (ETTAC).

DATES: The meeting is scheduled for
Tuesday, July 18, 2017 from 8:30 a.m.—
3:30 p.m. Eastern Daylight Time (EDT).
The deadline for members of the public
to register or to submit written
comments for dissemination prior to the
meeting is 5:00 p.m. EDT on Friday, July
7,2017. The deadline for members of
the public request auxiliary aids is 5:00
p-m. EDT on Tuesday, July 11, 2017.

ADDRESSES: The meeting will be held in
room 6057-59 at the U.S. Department of
Commerce, Herbert Clark Hoover
Building, 1401 Constitution Avenue
NW., Washington, DC 20230. The
address to register, submit comments, or
request auxiliary aids is: Ms. Amy
Kreps, Office of Energy & Environmental
Industries (OEEI), International Trade
Administration, Room 28018, 1401
Constitution Avenue NW., Washington,
DC 20230 or email: amy.kreps@
trade.gov.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Ms.
Amy Kreps, Office of Energy &
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Environmental Industries (OEEI),
International Trade Administration,
Room 28018, 1401 Constitution Avenue
NW., Washington, DC 20230 (Phone:
202—-482-3835; Fax: 202—482-5665;
email: amy.kreps@trade.gov.)

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

The meeting will take place on July 18
from 8:30 a.m. to 3:30 p.m. Eastern
Daylight Time (EDT). The general
meeting is open to the public and time
will be permitted for public comment
from 3:00-3:30 p.m. EDT. All guests are
required to register in advance. Those
interested in attending must provide
notification by Friday, July 7, 2017 at
5:00 p.m. EDT, via the contact
information provided above. This
meeting is physically accessible to
people with disabilities. Requests for
sign language interpretation or other
auxiliary aids should be directed to
OEEI at (202) 482-5225 no less than one
week prior to the meeting. Last minute
requests will be accepted, but may not
be possible to fill.

Written comments concerning ETTAC
affairs are welcome any time before or
after the meeting. To be considered
during the meeting, written comments
must be received by Friday, July 7, 2017
at 5:00 p.m. EDT to ensure transmission
to the members before the meeting.
Minutes will be available within 30
days of this meeting.

Topic To Be Considered: The agenda
for the July 18, 2017 meeting includes
a roundtable briefing and discussion
with the U.S. interagency Trade
Promotion Coordinating Committee
(TPCC) Environmental Technology
Working Group, which includes the
Departments of State and Energy as well
as the Environmental Protection Agency
and others. Also during the meeting, the
three ETTAC subcommittees will review
their top priorities and objectives for the
charter, including optimizing the U.S.
Government’s trade promotion
programs, identifying market access
barriers and pros and cons of existing
trade agreements, and discussing
procurement policy, including issues
with financing mechanisms, localization
and non-tariff barriers. The
subcommittees are: Trade and Export
Market Development, Professional
Services and Infrastructure
Advancement, and Trade Policy and
American Competitiveness.

Background: The ETTAC is mandated
by Section 2313(c) of the Export
Enhancement Act of 1988, as amended,
15 U.S.C. 4728(c), to advise the
Environmental Trade Working Group of
the Trade Promotion Coordinating
Committee, through the Secretary of
Commerce, on the development and

administration of programs to expand
U.S. exports of environmental
technologies, goods, services, and
products. The ETTAC was originally
chartered in May of 1994. It was most
recently re-chartered until August 2018.

Dated: June 13, 2017.

Edward A. O’Malley,

Director, Office of Energy and Environmental
Industries.

[FR Doc. 2017-12758 Filed 6-19-17; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-DR-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

International Trade Administration
[C-533-844]

Certain Lined Paper Products From
India: Amended Final Results of
Countervailing Duty Administrative
Review, 2014

AGENCY: Enforcement and Compliance,
International Trade Administration,
Commerce.

SUMMARY: The Department of Commerce
(the Department) is amending the final
results of the countervailing duty
administrative review of certain lined
paper products from India to correct
ministerial errors. The period of review
(POR) is January 1, 2014, through
December 31, 2014.

DATES: Effective June 20, 2017.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: ]ohn
Conniff; AD/CVD Operations,
Enforcement and Compliance,
International Trade Administration,
U.S. Department of Commerce, 1401
Constitution Avenue NW., Washington,
DC 20230; telephone: 202—-482-1009.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Background

In accordance with sections 751(a)(1)
of the Tariff Act of 1930, as amended
(the Act), and 19 CFR 351.221(b)(5), on
April 17, 2017, the Department
published its final results in the
countervailing duty administrative
review of certain lined paper products
from India.? On that same day, the
Association of American School Paper
Suppliers (the petitioner) timely alleged
that the Department made ministerial
errors in the Final Results.2 On April 28,
2017, Goldenpalm Manufacturers PVT

1 See Certain Lined Paper from India: Final
Results of Countervailing Duty Administrative
Review; 2014, 82 FR 18112 (April 17, 2017) (Final
Resutls) and accompanying Issues and Decision
Memorandum (IDM).

2 See Letter from Petitioner, “Certain Lined Paper
Products from India: Petitioner’s Comments on
Ministerial Errors in the Final Results,” dated April
17, 2017.

Limited (Goldenplam), the respondent
in this review, submitted rebuttal
comments.?

Period of Review

The POR covered by this review is
January 1, 2014, through December 31,
2014.

Scope of the Order

The merchandise subject to the order
is certain lined paper products. The
products are currently classifiable under
the Harmonized Tariff Schedule of the
United States (HTSUS) item numbers:
4811.90.9035, 4811.90.9080,
4820.30.0040, 4810.22.5044,
4811.90.9050, 4811.90.9090,
4820.10.2010, 4820.10.2020,
4820.10.2030, 4820.10.2040,
4820.10.2050, 4820.10.2060, and
4820.10.4000. Although the HTSUS
numbers are provided for convenience
and customs purposes, the written
product description remains dispositive.
A full description of the scope of the
order is contained in the Final Results
IDM.4

Ministerial Errors

Section 751(h) of the Act, and 19 CFR
351.224(f) define a “ministerial error” as
an error ‘‘in addition, subtraction, or
other arithmetic function, clerical error
resulting from inaccurate copying,
duplication, or the like, and any similar
type of unintentional error which the
Secretary considers ministerial.” The
Department finds that the purported
errors alleged by the petitioner
constitute ministerial errors within the
meaning of 19 CFR 351.224(f).5
Specifically, we committed certain
ministerial errors with regard to the “0.5
Percent Test,” as described under 19
CFR 351.524(b)(2), and the benefit
calculation performed in connection
with import duty exemptions that
Goldenpalm received under the Export
Promotion of Capital Goods Scheme.
For a complete discussion of these
alleged errors, see the Response to
Ministerial Error Allegations.

In accordance with section 751(h) of
the Act and 19 CFR 351.224(e), we are
amending the Final Results.®
Specifically, we are amending the net
subsidy rate for Goldenpalm. The

3 See Letter from Goldenpalm, “Certain Lined
Paper Products from India, C-533-844; Response to
Ministerial Error Comments,” dated April 28, 2017.

4 See Final Results IDM at 3-5.

5 See Memorandum, ‘“‘Response to Ministerial
Error Allegations in the Final Results” (Response to
Ministerial Error Allegations) dated concurrently
with this notice.

6 See Final Results, 82 FR at 18113.
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revised net subsidy rate is provided
below.

Amended Final Results

As a result of correcting the
ministerial errors, we determine that
Goldenpalm’s total net countervailable
subsidy rate for the period January 1,
2014, through December 31 2014, is as
follows:

Net countervailable
subsidy rate
(percent)

Producer/exporter
from India

Goldenpalm Manu-
facturers PVT Lim-
ited.

8.30 percent ad valo-
rem.

Assessment Rates/Cash Deposits

The Department intends to issue
appropriate assessment instructions to
U.S. Customs and Border Protection
(CBP) 15 days after the date of
publication of these amended final
results of review, to liquidate shipments
of subject merchandise produced and/or
exported by the respondent listed above
entered, or withdrawn form warehouse,
for consumption on or after January 1,
2014, through December 31, 2014.

The Department also intends to
instruct CBP to collect cash deposits of
estimated countervailing duties, in the
amount shown above for the company
listed above on shipments of subject
merchandise entered, or withdrawn
from warehouse, for consumption on or
after April 17, 2017, the date of
publication of the Final Results. For all
non-reviewed firms, we will instruct
CBP to continue to collect cash deposits
at the most-recent company-specific or
all-others rate applicable to the
company, as appropriate. These cash
deposit requirements, when imposed,
shall remain in effect until further
notice.

Disclosure

We will disclose the calculations
performed for these amended final
results to interested parties within five
business days of the date of the
publication of this notice in accordance
with 19 CFR 351.224(b).

We are issuing and publishing these
results in accordance with sections
751(h) and 777(i)(1) of the Act, and 19
CFR 351.224(e).

Dated: June 13, 2017.

Ronald K. Lorentzen,

Acting Assistant Secretary for Enforcement
and Compliance.

[FR Doc. 2017-12818 Filed 6-19-17; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-DS-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

Submission for OMB Review;
Comment Request

The Department of Commerce will
submit to the Office of Management and
Budget (OMB) for clearance the
following proposal for collection of
information under the provisions of the
Paperwork Reduction Act.

Agency: National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA).

Title: Alaska Pacific Halibut Fisheries:
Subsistence.

OMB Control Number: 0648—-0512.

Form Number(s): None.

Type of Request: Regular (extension of
a currently approved information
collection).

Number of Respondents: 7,337.

Average Hours per Response: Permit
applications, 10 minutes; Community
harvest log, 30 minutes; Ceremonial or
educational harvest log, 30 minutes;
Appeal for permit denial, 4 hours.

Burden Hours: 1,438.

Needs and Uses: This request is for
extension of a currently approved
information collection.

This information collection describes
special permits issued to participants in
the Pacific halibut subsistence fishery in
waters off the coast of Alaska and any
appeals resulting from denials. The
National Marine Fisheries Service
(NMFS) designed the permits to work in
conjunction with other halibut harvest
assessment measures. Subsistence
fishing for halibut has occurred for
many years among the Alaska Native
people and non-Native people. Special
permits are initiated in response to the
concerns of Native and community
groups regarding increased restrictions
in International Pacific Halibut
Commission Area 2C and include
Community Harvest Permits,
Ceremonial Permits, and Educational
Permits.

A Community Harvest Permit allows
the community or Alaska Native tribe to
appoint one or more individuals from
its respective community or tribe to
harvest subsistence halibut from a single
vessel under reduced gear and harvest
restrictions.

Ceremonial and Educational Permits
are available exclusively to Alaska
Native tribes. Eligible Alaska Native
tribes may appoint only one Ceremonial
Permit Coordinator per tribe for
Ceremonial Permits or one authorized
Instructor per tribe for Educational
Permits.

Except for enrolled students fishing
under a valid Educational Permit,

special permits require persons fishing
under them to also possess a
Subsistence Halibut Registration
Certificate (SHARC) (see OMB No.
0648—-0460) which identifies those
persons who are currently eligible for
subsistence halibut fishing. Each of the
instruments is designed to minimize the
reporting burden on subsistence halibut
fishermen while retrieving essential
information.

Affected Public: Business or other for-
profit organizations; state, local or tribal
governments.

Frequency: Annually or on occasion.

Respondent’s Obligation: Required to
obtain or retain benefits.

This information collection request
may be viewed at reginfo.gov. Follow
the instructions to view Department of
Commerce collections currently under
review by OMB.

Written comments and
recommendations for the proposed
information collection should be sent
within 30 days of publication of this
notice to OIRA_Submission@
omb.eop.gov or fax to (202) 395-5806.

Dated: June 15, 2017.

Sarah Brabson,

NOAA PRA Clearance Officer.

[FR Doc. 2017-12776 Filed 6—-19-17; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-22-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

Proposed Information Collection;
Comment Request; Economic Value of
Whale Watching in Stellwagen Bank
National Marine Sanctuary

AGENCY: National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA),
Commerce.

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The Department of
Commerce, as part of its continuing
effort to reduce paperwork and
respondent burden, invites the general
public and other Federal agencies to
take this opportunity to comment on
proposed and/or continuing information
collections, as required by the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995.

DATES: Written comments must be
submitted on or before August 21, 2017.

ADDRESSES: Direct all written comments
to Jennifer Jessup, Departmental
Paperwork Clearance Officer,
Department of Commerce, Room 66186,
14th and Constitution Avenue NW.,
Washington, DC 20230 (or via the
Internet at pracomments@doc.gov).
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FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Requests for additional information or
copies of the information collection
instrument and instructions should be
directed to Dr. Danielle Schwarzmann
240-533-0706 danielle.schwarzmann@
noaa.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

1. Abstract

This request is for a new information
collection.

NOAA is conducting research to
estimate the market and non-market
economic values associated with whale
watching in Stellwagen Bank National
Marine Sanctuary (SBNMS) and the
surrounding region.

The required information is to
conduct surveys of the for hire-
operations that take people out for non-
consumptive recreation to watch whales
or other wildlife, to obtain total use by
type of activity (e.g. whale watching,
and other wildlife observation) and the
spatial use by type of activity.
Information will also be obtained on the
knowledge, attitudes, and perceptions of
for-hire operations towards the
sanctuary, sanctuary resources and
sanctuary processes.

Surveys will also be conducted of the
passengers of the for-hire operation
boats to obtain their market and non-
market economic use values for whales
and other wildlife. Information
collected from passengers will include
their expenditures, number of trips,
activities while visiting the sanctuary
and non-market value for improvements
to whales and other sanctuary resources.
An on-site survey will obtain
information on demographic profiles,
annual number of whale watching trips
in SBNMS, and their non-market
economic use value for improvements to
whales and sanctuary resources. Self-
addressed, postage paid mail back
questionnaires will be used for
importance-satisfaction ratings and
whale watching trip expenditures.

II. Method of Collection

The data from the operators will be
collected by scheduling appointments to
meet with the owner and conduct the
survey in-person. For the passengers,
surveys will be conducted at the docks
after the completion of their whale
watching trip and via mail.

III. Data

OMB Control Number: 0648—XXXX.

Form Number: None.

Type of Review: Regular submission
(new information collection).

Affected Public: Individuals or
households; businesses or other for-
profit organizations.

Estimated Number of Respondents:
1,000 passengers on-site, 600 for
importance-satisfaction mail back and
450 for the expenditure mailback; 40
owners of whale watching operations.

Estimated Time per Response: 20
minutes per on-site interview of
passengers, 20 minutes per importance-
satisfaction mail back and 20 minutes
for the expenditure mail back. One hour
per owner of whale watching
operations.

Estimated Total Annual Burden
Hours: 723.

Estimated Total Annual Cost to
Public: $0 in recordkeeping/reporting
costs.

IV. Request for Comments

Comments are invited on: (a) Whether
the proposed collection of information
is necessary for the proper performance
of the functions of the agency, including
whether the information shall have
practical utility; (b) the accuracy of the
agency’s estimate of the burden
(including hours and cost) of the
proposed collection of information; (c)
ways to enhance the quality, utility, and
clarity of the information to be
collected; and (d) ways to minimize the
burden of the collection of information
on respondents, including through the
use of automated collection techniques
or other forms of information
technology.

Comments submitted in response to
this notice will be summarized and/or
included in the request for OMB
approval of this information collection;
they also will become a matter of public
record.

Dated: June 15, 2017.
Sarah Brabson,
NOAA PRA Clearance Officer.
[FR Doc. 2017-12777 Filed 6—19-17; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-NK-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

RIN 0648—-XF430

Endangered and Threatened Species;
Initiation of 5-Year Review for the
Endangered Gulf of Maine Distinct
Population Segment of Atlantic
Salmon

AGENCY: National Marine Fisheries
Service (NMFS), National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA),
Commerce.

ACTION: Notice of initiation of 5-year
review; request for information.

SUMMARY: We, NMFS, announce our
intent to conduct a 5-year review for the
Gulf of Maine distinct population
segment (DPS) of Atlantic salmon
(Salmo salar) under the Endangered
Species Act of 1973, as amended (ESA).
The DPS is listed as endangered under
the ESA. We are required by the ESA to
conduct 5-year reviews to ensure that
the listing classifications of the species
are accurate. The 5-year review must be
based on the best scientific and
commercial data available at the time of
the review. We request submission of
any such information on the Gulf of
Maine DPS of Atlantic salmon,
particularly information on the status,
threats and recovery of the species that
has become available since the final
listing determination in 2009.

DATES: To allow us adequate time to
conduct this review, we must receive
your information no later than July 20,
2017. However, we will continue to
accept new information about Atlantic
salmon at any time.

ADDRESSES: Submit your comments by
including NOAA-NMFS-2017-0050, by
either of the following methods:

e Federal e-Rulemaking Portal. Go to
www.regulations.gov/
!docketDetail,D=[NOAA-NMFS-2017-
0050], Click the “Comment Now!” icon,
complete the required fields, and enter
or attach your comments.

e Mail: Submit written information to
Dan Kircheis, NMFS, Greater Atlantic
Regional Fisheries Office, Maine Field
Station, 17 Godfrey Drive, Orono, Maine
04473

Instructions: We may not consider
comments if they are sent by any other
method, to any other address or
individual, or received after the end of
the specified period. All comments
received are a part of the public record
and we will generally post for public
viewing on www.regulations.gov
without change. All personal identifying
information (e.g., name, address, etc.),
confidential business information, or
otherwise sensitive or protected
information submitted voluntarily by
the sender is publicly accessible. We
will accept anonymous comments (enter
“N/A” in the required fields if you wish
to remain anonymous).

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Dan
Kircheis at the above address, by phone
at 207-866—7320 or Dan.Kircheis@
noaa.gov or Julie Crocker 978—-282-8480
or Julie.Crocker@noaa.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The Gulf
of Maine DPS of Atlantic salmon (Salmo
salar) was listed as endangered under
the ESA on June 19, 2009 (74 FR 29344)
by NMFS and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service (the Services). The Services
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have agreed that NMFS will serve as the
lead agency for this 5-year review.
Section 4(c)(2)(A) of the ESA requires
that we conduct a review of listed
species at least once every five years. On
the basis of such reviews, under section
4(c)(2)(B) we determine whether a
species should be delisted or
reclassified from endangered to
threatened or from threatened to
endangered. Delisting a species must be
supported by the best scientific and
commercial data available and only
considered if such data substantiates
that the species is neither endangered
nor threatened for one or more of the
following reasons: (1) The species is
considered extinct; (2) the species is
considered to be recovered; or (3) the
original data available when the species
was listed, or the interpretation of such
data, were in error (see 50 CFR
424.11(d)). The ESA implementing
regulations at 50 CFR 424.21 require
that we publish a notice in the Federal
Register announcing those species
currently under active review. This
notice announces our active review of
the Gulf of Maine DPS of Atlantic
salmon, currently listed as endangered.
Background information about this
species, including the endangered
listing, is available on the NMFS Greater
Atlantic Regional Fisheries Office Web
site: https://
www.greateratlantic.fisheries.noaa.gov/
protected/atlsalmon/.

Determining if a Species Is Threatened
or Endangered

Section 4(a)(1) of the ESA requires
that we determine whether a species is
endangered or threatened based on one
or more of the five following factors: (1)
The present or threatened destruction,
modification, or curtailment of its
habitat or range; (2) overutilization for
commercial, recreational, scientific, or
educational purposes; (3) disease or
predation; (4) the inadequacy of existing
regulatory mechanisms; or (5) other
natural or manmade factors affecting its
continued existence. Section 4(b) also
requires that our determination be made
on the basis of the best scientific and
commercial data available after taking
into account those efforts, if any, being
made by any State or foreign nation, to
protect such species.

Application of the DPS Policy

In the application of the DPS Policy,
we are responsible for determining
whether species, subspecies, or DPSs of
marine and anadromous species are
threatened or endangered under the
ESA. For Atlantic salmon, we use the
joint U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service-
NMFS DPS policy (61 FR 4722;

February 7, 1996) in identifying the
appropriate taxonomic unit for listing
consideration. Under this policy, a DPS
must be discrete from other conspecific
populations, and it must be significant
to its taxon. A group of organisms is
discrete if physical, physiological,
ecological or behavioral factors make it
markedly separate from other
populations of the same taxon. Under
the DPS policy, if a population group is
determined to be discrete, the agency
must then consider whether it is
significant to the taxon to which it
belongs. Considerations in evaluating
the significance of a discrete population
include: (1) Persistence of the discrete
population in an unusual or unique
ecological setting for the taxon; (2)
evidence that the loss of the discrete
population segment would cause a
significant gap in the taxon’s range; (3)
evidence that the discrete population
segment represents the only surviving
natural occurrence of a taxon that may
be more abundant elsewhere outside its
historical geographic range; or (4)
evidence that the discrete population
has marked genetic differences from
other populations of the species.

Public Solicitation of New Information

To ensure that the 5-year review is
complete and based on the best
scientific and commercial data, we are
soliciting new information from the
public, governmental agencies, Tribes,
the scientific community, industry,
environmental entities, and any other
interested parties concerning the status
of the Gulf of Maine DPS. The 5-year
review will consider the best scientific
and commercial data that has become
available since the listing determination
for the Gulf of Maine DPS in June 2009.
Our Northeast Fisheries Science Center
will assist the Greater Atlantic Regional
Fisheries Office in gathering and
analyzing this information. Categories of
requested information include: (1)
Population abundance; (2) population
productivity; (3) changes in species
distribution or population spatial
structure; (4) genetics or other indicators
of diversity; (5) changes in habitat
conditions and associated limiting
factors and threats; (6) conservation
measures that have been implemented
that benefit the species, including
monitoring data demonstrating the
effectiveness of such measures in
addressing identified limiting factors or
threats; (7) data concerning the status
and trends of identified limiting factors
or threats; (8) information that may
affect determinations regarding the
composition of the DPS; (9) other new
information, data, or corrections
including, but not limited to, taxonomic

or nomenclatural changes, identification
of erroneous information in the previous
listing determination, and improved
analytical methods for evaluating
extinction risk.

If you wish to provide information for
this 5-year review, you may submit your
information and materials electronically
via email (see ADDRESSES section). We
request that all information be
accompanied by supporting
documentation such as maps,
bibliographic references, or reprints of
pertinent publications. We also would
appreciate

the submitter’s name, address, and
any association, institution, or business
that the person represents; however,
anonymous submissions will be
accepted.

Authority: 16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.

Dated: June 15, 2017.
Angela Somma,
Chief, Endangered Species Division, Office
of Protected Resources, National Marine
Fisheries Service.
[FR Doc. 2017-12789 Filed 6-19-17; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-22-P

COMMODITY FUTURES TRADING
COMMISSION

Agency Information Collection
Activities: Comment Request—Notice
of Intent To Amend Collection 3038—
0079: Conflicts of Interest Policies and
Procedures by Swap Dealers and
Major Swap Participants

AGENCY: Commodity Futures Trading
Commission.

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The Commodity Futures
Trading Commission (CFTC or
Commission) is announcing an
opportunity for public comment on a
proposed amendment to the collection
of certain information by the agency.
Under the Paperwork Reduction Act of
1995 (PRA), Federal agencies are
required to publish notice in the
Federal Register concerning each
proposed collection of information,
including each proposed extension of an
existing collection of information, and
to allow 60 days for public comment in
response to the notice. This notice
solicits comment on an amendment to
the collection of information under
OMB Control No. 3038-0079 (Conflicts
of Interest Policies and Procedures by
Swap Dealers and Major Swap
Participants).

DATES: Comments must be submitted on
or before August 21, 2017.
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ADDRESSES: You may submit comments,
identified by “OMB Control No. 3038—
0079; Conlflicts of Interest Policies and
Procedures by Swap Dealers and Major
Swap Participants,” by any of the
following methods:

e The Commission’s Web site, via its
Comments Online process at http://
comments.cftc.gov/. Follow the
instructions for submitting comments
through the Web site.

e Mail: Christopher Kirkpatrick,
Secretary of the Commission,
Commodity Futures Trading
Commission, Three Lafayette Centre,
1155 21st Street NW., Washington, DC
20581.

e Hand Delivery/Courier: Same as
Mail above.

e Federal eRulemaking Portal: http://
www.regulations.gov/search/index jsp.
Follow the instructions for submitting
comments through the Portal.

¢ Please submit your comments using
only one method.

All comments must be submitted in
English, or if not, accompanied by an
English translation. Comments will be
posted as received to http://
www.cftc.gov.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Katherine Driscoll, Associate Chief
Counsel, (202) 418-5544, kdriscoll@
cftc.gov; or Adam Kezsbom, Special
Counsel, (202) 418-5372, akezsbom@
cftc.gov, Division of Swap Dealer and
Intermediary Oversight, Commodity
Futures Trading Commission, 1155 21st
Street NW., Washington, DC 20581.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Under the
PRA, Federal agencies must obtain
approval from the Office of Management
and Budget (OMB) for each collection of
information they conduct or sponsor.
“Collection of Information” is defined
in 44 U.S.C. 3502(3) and 5 CFR 1320.3
and includes agency requests or
requirements that members of the public
submit reports, keep records, or provide
information to a third party. Section
3506(c)(2)(A) of the PRA, 44 U.S.C.
3506(c)(2)(A), requires Federal agencies
to provide a 60-day notice in the
Federal Register concerning each
proposed collection of information,
including each proposed amendment to
an existing collection of information,
before submitting the collection to OMB
for approval. To comply with this
requirement, the CFTC is publishing
notice of the proposed amendment to
the collection of information listed
below. An agency may not conduct or
sponsor, and a person is not required to
respond to, a collection of information
unless it displays a currently valid OMB
control number.

Title: Conflicts of Interest Policies and
Procedures by Swap Dealers and Major
Swap Participants (OMB Control No.
3038-0079). This is a request for an
amendment to a currently approved
information collection.

Abstract: In 2012, the Commission
promulgated Business Conduct
Standards for Swap Dealers and Major
Swap Participants with Counterparties
(External Business Conduct Standards
Final Rulemaking) * which include all of
Subpart H of Part 23 of the
Commission’s regulations (EBCS
Rules).2 In the External Business
Conduct Standards Final Rulemaking,
the Commission stated that the
information collections associated with
the EBCS Rules were part of the overall
supervision, compliance and
recordkeeping requirements imposed by
the Commission in certain other
rulemakings including, among others,
the collection of information for rules
on Conflicts of Interest Policies and
Procedures by Swap Dealers and Major
Swap Participants under § 23.605 under
OMB Collection No. 3038-79. While the
collections associated with the EBCS
Rules do overlap with the requirements
in certain other Commission
regulations, the OMB collections
associated with those other Commission
regulations do not accurately reflect the
burdens imposed by the EBCS Rules.

The Commission is proposing to
amend the information collection under
OMB Control No. 3038-0079 to clearly
reflect the paperwork burden imposed
by the EBCS Rules under §§ 23.401-450
and ensure that the paperwork burden
of the EBCS Rules is centrally located
under OMB Control No. 3038-0079. In
addition, the Commission will be
retitling the collection under OMB
Control No. 3038-0079 “Swap Dealer
and Major Swap Participant Conflicts of
Interest and Business Conduct
Standards with Counterparties” to more
accurately reflect its coverage. The
collections of information contained in

1Business Conduct Standards for Swap Dealers
and Major Swap Participants with Counterparties,
77 FR 9734, Feb. 17, 2012.

2 Subpart H of Part 23 is titled “Business Conduct
Standards for Swap Dealers and Major Swap
Participants Dealing with Counterparties, Including
Special Entities.” Subpart H includes the following
provisions: § 23.400 (Scope); § 23.402 (Definitions);
§23.402 (General Provisions); § 23.410 (Prohibition
on fraud, manipulation and other abusive
practices); § 23.430 (Verification of counterparty
eligibility); § 23.431 (Disclosures of material
information); § 23.432 (Clearing disclosures);
§23.433 (Communications—fair dealing); § 23.434
(Recommendations to counterparties—institutional
suitability; § 23.440 (Requirements for swap dealers
acting as advisors to Special Entities); § 23.450
(Requirements for swap dealers and major swap
participants acting counterparties to Special
Entities); and § 23.451 (Political contributions by
certain swap dealers).

the EBCS rules are necessary to
implement requirements set forth in the
Dodd-Frank Wall Street Reform and
Consumer Protection Act?3 and for the
protection of investors and market
participants.

With respect to the collection of
information, the CFTC invites
comments on:

e Whether the proposed revision to
the collection of information is
necessary for the proper performance of
the functions of the Commission,
including whether the information will
have a practical use;

e The accuracy of the Commission’s
estimate of the burden of the proposed
revision to the collection of informati